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Tommy Sheridan’s power grab 

Scottish Sociaist 

Party spirals into al 

out civil war 


\ 


K 1 


Peter Manson looks at 
the factions and politics 
behind the headlines 


T he Scottish Socialist Party is in profound cri¬ 
sis. It is cleaved down the middle between, 
on the one hand, supporters of its former na¬ 
tional convenor and most prominent figure, Tom¬ 
my Sheridan, and, on the other, comrade Sheridan’s 
opponents and critics, led by press and policy co¬ 
ordinator Alan McCombes. 

The last week has seen comrade McCombes 
jailed, then released, the hurling of accusation and 
counter-accusation via the bourgeois press 
and SSP policy turned upside 
down. At a highly charged, 
r\ acrimonious and unruly 
emergency meeting of 
the party’s national 


council on May 28, delegates voted to overturn 
the leadership’s whole stance over Sheridan’s li¬ 
bel action against the News of the World. The ex¬ 
ecutive had consistently voted, by an 
overwhelming majority, to distance the party from 
comrade Sheridan’s action following publication 
of allegations about his private life in November 
2004. But now it is instructed to “offer him our full 
political support in his battle against one of the 
most vicious and anti-working class organs of the 
ruling class”. 

The crisis had been building up in the weeks 
prior to the NC, with the demand of News Inter- 
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Shell shock 

I am still feeling a bit shell-shocked 
after Sunday’s Scottish Socialist Par¬ 
ty emergency national council. 

Whatever the merits of the various 
motions before the NC, the behaviour 
of Tommy Sheridan and some of his 
supporters was out of order. Sheridan 
distributed an open letter to the meet¬ 
ing in which he attacked three wom¬ 
en MSPs. In a vitriolic speech he 
attacked C atriona Grant, S SP women’s 
officer, by name. After this I noticed 
two women comrades in tears in the 
corridor outside - Jo Harvie, Scottish 
Socialist Voice editor, and Barbara 
Scott, minutes secretary. Catriona 
Grant and CarolynLeckie MSP, who I 
don’t think are that easily upset, also 
seemed close to tears. There was a lot 
of foot-stamping and jeering of wom¬ 
en comrades. 

Steve Arnott, Highland regional 
organiser, who is reputed to run his 
region like a personal fiefdom, dis¬ 
rupted the meeting by frequently rais¬ 
ing points of order and the like in a 
macho fashion, and Morag Balfour, 
who was only chairing her second 
national council, did well to keep as 
much order as she did. This behav¬ 
iour is not acceptable, comrades. 

To be fair, we did have some sensi¬ 
ble contributions against the executive 
motion from, forexample, John Dennis 
of the Dumfries branch and Gill Hub¬ 
bard of the Socialist Worker platfonn. 

Finally, the Weekly Woiker recent¬ 
ly printed a motion from the Cardon- 
ald SSP branch (since withdrawn) 
that has exposed the comrades in¬ 
volved to the possibility of legal ac¬ 
tion. It was very foolish of the 
Cardonald branch to pass this mo¬ 
tion, but it was also very foolish of 
the Weekly Worker to print it. I real¬ 
ise the Weekly Worker tends to pub¬ 
lish a lot of material on the internal 
workings of left groups, but could 
you please, at the very least, refrain 
from publishing material that could 
expose people to the possibility of 
legal or political repression? 

David Broadfoot 
email 

Do I know you? 

I don’t know whether Davie L 
McKay is perhaps a Weekly Worker 
pseudonym, but he is not known to 
SSP comrades in Glasgow (Letters, 
May 25). From the tone of his letter 
he is deeply hostile to the SSP. 

He attacks my letter of the previous 
week talkingup the chances of defeat¬ 
ing Labour in next year’s election. I 
could, of course, be accused of bad 
timing since I didn’t knowall the legal 
wranglings were coming to a head 

However, now that the national 
council has taken the sensible deci¬ 
sion to back Tommy Sheridan in his 
libel case against the vile News of the 
World, I am confident he will win his 
case and help restore the SSP’s for¬ 
tunes in time for next year’s election 

This clearly will not please Davie L 
McKay, whoever he is or isn’t, since 
he would rather see the SSP defeated 
to keep his unionist politics intact. 
Hugh Kerr 
email 

Sheridan’s war 

The SSP’s ultra-nats have gone nuts 
over Tommy Sheridan’s open decla¬ 
ration of war. People like Eddie Tru¬ 
man and Kevin Williamson no longer 
like Sheridan, they no longer trust 
Sheridan Indeed they loathe Sheridan 
and everything about him. 

Truman says Sheridan is a hypo¬ 


crite and a liar. As for Williamson, he 
thinks the whole thing is an MI5 plot 
- he might well be right - and emol- 
liently c alls for a feminised altogether 
nicer SSP. And to show just what he 
means by that he blanks and point¬ 
edly refuses to even debate with the 
‘Brit’ left in the SSP. 

You’ll no doubt be delighted to 
learn that he keeps in reserve a spe¬ 
cial venom for the Weekly Worker. He 
calls you “red white and blue ultra- 
Brits”. In other words you are the 
most principled internationalists. 

Using his reputation as ‘first citi¬ 
zen’ of the SSP, Sheridan is making a 
Bonapartist bid to snatch power 
away from the besieged Alan Mc- 
Combes wing of the party. Of course, 
in this bid Sheridan is supported, to 
use Truman-Williamson natspeak, 
by the ‘Brit’ organisations. 

Those who pull the strings of the 
Socialist Worker platfonn down in 
London doubtless calculate on slow¬ 
ly, slowly catching a needy and in¬ 
credibly vain Sheridan and then 
gently steering him in the direction of 
Respect As for the Committee for a 
Workers’ International, Phil Stott 
probably has the Campaign for a New 
Workers ’ Party somewhere in the back 
of his mind when he generously gives 
Sheridan the CWI’s bloc of votes. 

Between the two of them these 
‘Brit’ organisations have beenable to 
tilt the balance against McCombes 
and the executive committee and to¬ 
wards Sheridan. 

No wonder the ultra-nats fear an 
imminent ‘Brit’takeover. But they are 
in no fighting mood. Nowadays poor 
old Williamson is a half shut knife. 
After his ‘Rebel Ink’ column was 
spiked in Scottish Socialist Voice by 
Jo Harvie, our Kev says he’s sick and 
tired of the “fucking mess” and has 
headed off on hols to France. Days 
here, days there. 

Given the involvement ofthe CPGB 
with the Republican Communist Net¬ 
work, albeit in another age, your read¬ 
ers might he keen on knowing what 
the RCN (Scotland) is doing. 

The little lambs are jumping at sixes 
and sevens. Some favour Sheridan. 
Some favour McCombes. By the way, 
according to these parochial nation¬ 
alists, the SSP is “the most democrat¬ 
ic and comradely organisation to have 
been seen on the left” ( Frontline 
Nol 6). Away in dreamland! 

The non-factional membership are 
meanwhile utterly in the dark, bitter¬ 
ly divided and becoming increasing¬ 
ly wary of leaders of any kind. 

The whole thing stinks of decay. 
But that’s where opportunism gets 
you. 

Davie L McKay 

Glasgow 

Peter the rave 

Yet again, an article posing as an anal¬ 
ysis of the May 4 council elections 
rapidly descends into a rampant 
bitch about the Socialist Workers 
Party and Respect, with the disclaim¬ 
er at the beginning of the piece that 
the fact Respect beat Labour was 
just a little bit positive (‘SWP failure 
within Respect success’, May 11). 

It never ceases to amaze me how 
so much time and effort can be spent 
on criticising what you claim is a 
‘marginal sect’ with extremely limited 
shelf-life and no substantial base in 
electoral or working class politics, 
while failing entirely to even attempt 
to capitalise on the failure of New 
Labour in these council elections. 
You also refuse to wallow with your 
fellow comrades in the birth of a new 
left consciousness (even if it is not 
entirely your cup of tea). If Respect 
really is just the face of islamic and 
trade union populism then allow it to 
die in its own time and in peace, or at 
least acknowledge that as a radical 


socialist organisation you have big¬ 
ger fish to fry at this moment in time. 

The subversive and undeniably 
venomous attitude with which your 
organisation treats and views Re¬ 
spect can have no effect other than 
to disillusion the more politically ad¬ 
vanced sections ofthe working class. 
These factional disputes only serve 
to divide the generally progressive 
and enlightening current electoral 
situation. 

Tell me this, Peter Manson: do you 
really believe that now you have 
published your rave, the left is 
strongs r? Do you believe that, hav¬ 
ing ignored the solid opposition to 
neoliberalism, war and privatisation 
shown by the election of Respect 
candidates, you have placed the left 
in a position of greater strength? 

Having participated within Respect 
to a great degree myself, lean safely 
say that, yes, there are flaws. And 
that, yes, I believe a more solidly 
leftwing stance is required in future 
elections to truly appeal to core work¬ 
ing class voters whom we aim to rep¬ 
resent. But Respect as an organisation 
is working. I know first-hand of 12 
members who have joined Respect 
and, through the combination of reg¬ 
ular caucuses and meetings, mixed 
with real direct action, have come not 
only to assoc iate with the anti-war and 
imperialist arguments, but also with 
anti-capitalism, internationalism and, 
yes, revolutionary socialism. 

This is not simply an attitude held 
by a small number of Respect mem¬ 
bers who have been convinced by 
the arguments of the more radical 
sections of the party. Salma Yaqoob 
is a high-profile member ofthe organ¬ 
isation who, although not an official 
member of the SWP, is currently a 
regular subscriber to the paper and 
an adherent of revolutionary social¬ 
ist principles. 

At the latest SWP cadre university, 
the party signed up 12 new members, 
mainly from participation within Re¬ 
spect and after being exposed to the 
SWP’s core philosophy of Marxism, 
Leninism, Trotskyism and internation¬ 
al socialism. Respect is now one ofthe 
SWP’s major grounds for recruitment 
and as a movement built in everyday 
struggle, provides an extremely ben¬ 
eficial and revitalising layer of fresh 
activists willing to fight it out to the 
end with our leftwing scruples. 

By all means criticise, but when 
your criticism becomes an obsessional 
and weekly lambasting of every oth¬ 
er leftist organisation then it not only 
weakens your rivals, but also the left 
movement as a whole and as a result, 
yourselves. For once, I ask you, see 
Respect’s victory in Tower Hamlets 
for what it is - a stand against privati¬ 
sation, war and imperialism. It is this 
positive note on which your article 
should have finished. 

Charlie Win Stanley 
email 

Demo shots 

What is wrong with just printing the 
narrative of the ‘argy bargy’ at the 
ESF demonstration? We know who 
Chris Nineham, Chris Hannan and 
Alex Callinicos are - those on the left 
at least; we do not need photographs 
of these people. 

The photographs did not really ex¬ 
plain anything. If you do not know 
these self-aggrandisers, then the 
photos merely show people standing 
around. They are similar to the rough 
sketches of law court hearings. If you 
insist on photographs, shots could 
have been taken with emotion on the 
faces of the three, or an action shot 
or a more artistic shot. Unfortunate¬ 
ly, what you have published is the 
result of plain amateur photography. 
Perhaps with the development of 
technology in the future, video foot¬ 


age would provide a better explana¬ 
tion of what happened. 

In addition, the title, ‘SWP at¬ 
tempts to hijack demonstration in 
Athens’, perhaps should have been 
‘1ST attempts to ... ’. 

Of course, open, honest debate 
and criticism should be par for the 
course, and the Weekly Worker is 
refreshing compared to the continu¬ 
al upbeat reportage of papers such 
as Socialist Worker. Keep up the 
good work. 

Simon Wells 
email 

Fresh air 

Your report of the Greece European 
Social Forum and the juvenile antics 
of the SWP reminded me of the dem¬ 
onstrations and pickets that I attend¬ 
ed in the 1970s and 1980s (‘Attempt 
to hijack Euro demo’, May 11). As 
‘anarchists’ we used to crowd at the 
front of big demos and set off early, 
or break away during the march, rush¬ 
ing for Whitehall in the hope of pro¬ 
voking a clash with the police. We 
resented the discipline of the mar¬ 
shals and made it a point of principle 
to disrupt the well-ordered plans of 
those who wanted a nice day out 
with no trouble. 

While our working class sits on its 
fat backside consuming kebabs in 
front of Sky Sports, we are indulging 
in fonnulaic petty squabbling at the 
front of largely unreported, obscure 
demonstrations that change nothing. 

I am one of the 20,000 to 25,000 
weekly hits on your website. I look 
not just for news of the depressing 
shambles of the left, but also for an 
intelligent analysis of issues and 
ways forward. I have read your draft 
programme and your reading of Len¬ 
in has helped make a ‘Leninist’ out 
of me, and I guess others too. 

So why are we not sending you 
money? Why are we not joining? Why 
are you not one of the biggest left 
parties in the UK? Surely a reasona¬ 
ble proportion of your online member¬ 
ship would be impressed enough to 
make the leap. Your grown-up Marx¬ 
ism is a breath of fresh air. 

You are gradually broadening the 
range of your articles. Why not go 
further? Why not produce more anal¬ 
ysis of workers’ struggles? Now is the 
time to move on from being observ¬ 
ers of the left to leaders of the left. 
Then you can start to exercise real 
influence in our class and give it the 
confidence to win back control of its 
destiny. 

Good luck with the Summer Offen¬ 
sive 2006. 

Martin Lee 

email 

Royal welcome 

I really liked the article, ‘Manufactur¬ 
ing royal consent’, particularly the 
fact that Wilhelm Reich was men¬ 
tioned ( Weekly Worker May 25). 

Mitto Laios 

email 

Raw deal 

Aldous Huxley in his book Brave 
new world explained how the estab¬ 
lishment kept the masses quiet by 
giving them ‘somas’. These involved 
the masses taking part in organised 
brainwashing. 

Over the last 10 years the estab¬ 
lishment in Britain has used get-rich- 
quick schemes to keep the masses 
quiet. These have included the na¬ 
tional lottery and TV programmes 
such as Who wants to be a million¬ 
aire? The latest addition to this or¬ 
ganised brainwashing is Channel 4’s 
Deal or no deal, hosted by the dread¬ 
ful Noel Edmonds. 

Rab C Nesbitt once said that “hav¬ 


ing to watch daytime TV is one rea¬ 
son why the unemployed and the re¬ 
tired should be put out of their 
misery”. Having recently watched 
Deal or no deal on weekday after¬ 
noons, I can now fully understand 
what Rab was getting at. 
JohnSmithee 
Cambridge shire 

Last straw 

I would like to express my surprise and 
concern over the fact that the recent 
large-scale protest demonstrations of 
ethnic Azerbaijanis in Iran go largely 
unnoticed by the western media. 

Azerbaijanis are the country’s sec¬ 
ond-largest ethnic group and live pre¬ 
dominantly in north-western Iran in 
the area known as Iranian (or South) 
Azerbaijan For a long time they have 
been facing discrimination and often 
violent repression by Iranian govern¬ 
ments detennined to destroy their 
cultural and ethnic identity. 

One of Iran’s official newspapers 
has recently published cartoons in¬ 
sulting and humiliating Azerbaijanis, 
explicitly comparing them to cock¬ 
roaches and discussing ways to elim¬ 
inate them. That was the last straw in 
the constant discrimination toward 
Azerbaijanis. A series of mass protests 
have been taking place in the largest 
cities of Iranian Azerbaijan (Tabriz, 
Zanjan, Urmia,Ardebil, Maragaandso 
on), as well as in Tehran Reportedly, 
more than 20 Azerbaijanis have been 
killed by the police in violent clashes 
and many are being held under arrest 
Kamal Sultanov 
email 

Victoiy parade 

Russian gays have won an important 
moral and political victory. Yuri 
Luzhkov said a gay pride parade 
would never happen while he was 
mayor of Moscow. But Moscow 
Pride did happen, on May 27, despite 
the mayor’s ban, police arrests and 
violence from neo-fascists, right- 
wing nationalists and orthodox Chris¬ 
tian fundamentalists. 

The mayor’s ban on Moscow Pride 
contradicts Russia’s obligations un¬ 
der the European Convention on Hu¬ 
man Rights. Itcomesjust a weekafter 
Russia assumed the presidency of 
the Council of Europe, the human 
rights watchdog that guarantees free¬ 
dom of expression and assembly. Is 
Russia fit to hold the presidency, or 
even be a member of the C ouncil of 
Europe, if it only violates fundamen¬ 
tal freedoms such as the right to 
peaceful protest? President Putin’s 
silence is damning. 

Mayor Luzhkov’s overt and un- 
apologetic homophobia has given a 
tacit green light to the homo-hatred of 
the political and religious far right. The 
bigoted atmosphere he helped create 
fuelled the homophobic violence on 
the streets of Moscow last weekend. 
The mayor went to extraordinary 
lengths to suppress the parade. To 
prevent it from taking place, he mobi¬ 
lised a quarter of the central Moscow 
police - more than 1,000 officers. 

Nevertheless, small groups of les¬ 
bian and gay Russians - and their in¬ 
ternational friends and supporters - 
did parade, as planned, in Manezh- 
naya Square, by the Kremlin, on 
Moscow’s main shopping thorough¬ 
fare, Tverskaya Street, and at the Yuri 
Dolgpruky monument, opposite the 
mayor’s office, City Hall. The vicious 
homophobic abuse and violence I 
witnessed on the streets of the Rus¬ 
sian capital last Saturday shows why 
Moscow Pride is necessary. 

Those on the parade were defend¬ 
ing the democratic freedoms of all 
Russians, gay and straight. 

Peter Tat ch ell 
email 
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Ireland debate 
continues 


A call for the immediate release 
from jail of Scottish Socialist 
Party press and policy coordi¬ 
nator Alan McCombes was unani¬ 
mously adopted by an aggregate meet¬ 
ing of CPGB members in London on 
May 28 (see below). However, the 
main discussion came in the CPGB’s 
continuing debate on Ireland which 
occupied the morning session. 

Two sets of theses, from comrades 
Jack Conrad and Mike Macnair, re¬ 
main under discussion, although it is 
hoped that a single document will 
eventually be produced. These the¬ 
ses, first published in Weekly Worker 
September 29 2005, have generated a 
lively discussion among members and 
others. A number of comrades want¬ 
ed to vote on the theses, but it was 
agreed not to do so at this aggregate. 
Comrade Macnair stated that, having 
thought further about the question 
since the previous aggregate, he now 
wished to put part of his theses to the 
vote, in order to establish a clear mi¬ 
nority position rather than fudge the 
question. However, the two comrades 
agreed to discuss further a common 
text as far as possible. 

Comrade Conrad said in opening 
the debate that a major point of disa¬ 
greement among comrades had been 
over his thesis 19, and particularly the 
first sentence: “We stand for a united 
Ireland within which a one-county, 
four half-county British-Irish province 
exercises self-determination.” Com¬ 
rade Anne Me Shane’s proposed 
amendment would replace this with 
“We stand for a united Ireland, within 
which the British-Irish can exercise 
self-determination in a separate area 
where they form a clear majority.” 
Comrade Conrad developed the argu¬ 
ment he put forward in his February 
16 Weekly Woiker article: that the rea¬ 
son for specifying the territory of the 
suggested British-Irish province is 
that the thesis is not actually formu¬ 
lated to advise a possible future Irish 
constitutional assembly; it is meant to 
be an intervention in Irish politics as 
it is now - an attempt to undermine or- 
angeism and loyalism, not a sop to it. 

Comrade Macnair emphasised the 
point made in his thesis 1.5 that the 
British state retains a strategic inter¬ 
est in the military domination of at 
least part of Ireland because of Brit¬ 
ain’s role as a ‘Trojan horse’ for the 
United States in the European Union. 
This meant that the British state con¬ 
tinues to promote loyalism, creating a 
tension in the position we should 
hold. He said that to call for “reparti¬ 
tion” of Ireland for the sake of self-de¬ 
termination for the British-Irish is in 
conflict with our responsibility to take 
a revolutionary defeatist stance to¬ 
wards our own state in its role as the 
main subsidiary of the US. 

The strongest critic of Jack Con¬ 
rad’s thesis 19 was comrade Lee 
Rock, who also stated that thesis 19 
would effectively mean repartition of 
Ireland. This would not overcome 
the problem of reversing the poles of 
oppression because, however any 
geographical region is divided, there 
will always be minority populations. 
Our role as communists is to fight for 
a united Ireland within which the 
democratic rights of all minorities 
would be protected, he said. 

Other comrades argued that we 
were attempting to provide a solution 
to the national question in order to 
c lear the way for the unity of the work¬ 


ing class. The idea was to reassure the 
British-Irish, not pander to loyalism - 
thesis 19 clearly called, not for “repar¬ 
tition”, but for a “united Ireland”. 
Weekly Worker editor Peter Manson 
argued that the commitment that a Brit¬ 
ish-Irish province would have the 
right to secede was intended as a guar¬ 
antee that unity would he voluntary - 
just as the right to divorce ultimately 
ensures that a marriage remains vol¬ 
untary, and is actually based on firm¬ 
er foundations in this way. 

After lunch, comrade Steve Free¬ 
man of the Revolutionary Democrat- 


the financial 
situation of the 
organisation is 
slowly improving: 
the new, more 
centrally located 
office and 
printshop means 
there are more 
opportunities 

ic Group, who was a guest at the ag¬ 
gregate, spoke about the struggle 
within the new Socialist Alliance over 
the meaning of the phrase ‘republican 
socialist party’. CPGB members say 
this should be a Communist Party, 
while others interpret it as a referring 
to a type of reformist socialism that 
wants to getrid of the monarchy. This 
division has paralysed the work of the 
SA, preventing it from agreeing the 
text of a leaflet at the February con¬ 
ference of the Campaign for a New 
Workers’ Party, for example. 

Comrade Macnair, who is a regular 
contributor to the SA e-list debates on 
the question, accused comrade Free¬ 
man of fuzzing over disagreements, 
and said paralysis cannot be over¬ 
come by unprincipled blocs, where 
comrades agree diplomatic formula¬ 
tions to hide their differences. The 
first problem is not to cobble togeth¬ 
er a motion that can be agreed to by 
social democrats, but to overcome the 
sectarianism and economism of the 
left through the organisational unity 
of Marxists. Comrade Lee Rock stat¬ 
ed that if the Campaign for a New 
Workers’ Party ever resulted in an end 
product, most SA comrades would 
end up on the other side of the argu¬ 
ment from the CPGB when it came to 
what type of party we wanted. So too 
would the RDG 

Later in the aggregate, comrade 
Conrad gave a brief account of plans 
for Communist University 2006. One 


proposed session is a debate between 
the four main participants in the argu¬ 
ment on theSocialistAlliance e-list, in¬ 
cluding comrades Freeman and 
Macnair. Other sessions include talks 
by Boris Kagarlitsky, Peter Tatchell, 
H i llel T ickti n and Derek Wal 1. Co mrade 
Conrad reminded the aggregate that 
Marxist education is both a right and 
a duty for all CPGB members. We hold 
weekly educational seminars in Lon¬ 
don, and less frequently in Wales and 
Sheffield. However, the experience of 
a full week of Marxist study and dis¬ 
cussion is an invaluable extra dimen¬ 
sion to the educational process. 

June marks the start of the CPGB’s 
annual Summer Offensive fundraising 
drive, and the other item on the aggre¬ 
gate agenda was initial pledges from 
comrades of how much they would 
raise, following a financial report and 
opening on the Summer Offensive by 
comrade Mark Fischer. He reported 
that the financial situation of the or¬ 
ganisation is slowly improving: the 
new, more centrally located office and 
printshop means there are more oppor¬ 
tunities for commercial printing, and 
CPGB branches,e specially in Sheffield 
and Manchester, are starting to raise 
more money through paper sales. The 
campaign to increase standing order 
donations to both the CPGB and the 
Weekly Woiker had resulted in extra 
regular income of more than £400 a 
month, although this was well short of 
the “overambitious” target of an extra 
£1,000 in two months, which we had 
set ourselves at the end of 2005, said 
comrade Fischer. 

However, as always, it is the SO that 
enables the party to keep its head 
above water and continue its essen¬ 
tial political campaigning, with the 
Weekly Worker at the centre of our 
work Summer Offensive pledges made 
during the aggregate totalled £19,500 
- an excellent start on the road to our 
minimum £30,000 target* 

Mary Godwin 

Resolution on 
SSPadopted 
unanimously at 
CPGB aggregate 

This aggregate demands the im¬ 
mediate release of Scottish So¬ 
cialist Party press and policy 
coordinator Alan McCombes 
following his jailing for con¬ 
tempt by an unelected bour¬ 
geois judge. 

While working class leaders 
must be accountable to those 
who elect them and to the class 
as a whole, the state has no right 
to demand details of the discus¬ 
sions of working class organi¬ 
sations • 


PUBLICATION 

Draft programme 

In 1981 the Leninists of the 'official' CPGB 
announced their open, disciplined and principled 
struggle to reforge the Communist Party. This 
draft programme represents a milestone in this 
defining task. 

Now republished in pamphletform for £1 or *1.50 


draft 

programme 


ACTION 

London Communist Forum 

Sunday June 4, 4pm: Introduction to Marxism using Vladimir Lenin’s 
Karl Marx: a brief biographical sketch as a basis for discussion. 
Sunday June 4, 5pm: ‘Can capitalism be superseded?’, using Michael 
Lebowitz’s Beyond ‘Capital’ as a study guide. 

Diorama Arts Centre (Dl), 34 Osnaburgh Street, London NW1 
(nearest tubes: Regents Park, Great Portland Street). 

Sheffield Communist Forum 

Saturday June 3: ‘Leninist diplomacy and the international’, using 
Marcel Liebman’s Leninism wider Lenin as a study guide. Call Lee on 
07958 447815 for mo redetails. 

South Wales Communist Forum 

Call Bob fordetails: 07816480679. 

Don’t attack Iran 

Friday June 2, 6.30pm: Public meeting, Friends Meeting House, 

Euston Road, London WC1. Speakers include Nobel peace prize 
winner Shirin Ebadi, Tony Benn, Lindsey German, Jeremy Corbyn. 
Organised by Action Iran: actioniran@hotmail.com. 

Climate change conference 

Saturday June 3, 9.45am to 6pm, London School of Economics. 

Speakers include: Caroline Lucas MEP (Green Party), Mark Lynas, 
climate change author, George Marshall, Climate Outreach and 
Information Network Workshops and plenaries, planning for Novem¬ 
ber 4 climate change demo. 

Peace in the Park 

Saturday June 3, 12 noon to 9pm, general cemetery, Sbarrow, Shef¬ 
field. live band stage, kids area, including workshops. CPGB stall. 

Merthyr Rising, June 1-71831 

Commemorate 175 th anniversary of working class rebellion. 

Saturday June 3,10 am: Retrace route of ‘radicals’ from Cefii to site 
of Castle Inn. Exhibition, Cyfarthfa Castle. G Gruffydd: 
lewsyn.yrheliwr@ntlworld.com; 0795 2 5235 0 8. 

2 pm: ‘Red Flag’ picnic in Parc Cyfarthfa. S Ifan: 
morfyddmerthyr@ntlworld.com; 07787 926981. 

Sunday June 4,1pm: Wreath-laying ceremony, Central Library. 

Stop the War Coalition annual conference 

Saturday June 10: Friends House, Euston Road, London NW1 
(nearest tube: Euston). Delegates (from local and reafflliated groups 
only): £10. Observers (individual members): £10. Register by Friday 
June 2. office@stopwar.org.uk; 020 7278 6694. 

Anti-Deportation Coalition 

Saturday June 10, 12 noon to 5pm: National Coalition of Anti- 
Deportation Campaigns annual general meeting, All Souls clubhouse, 

141 Cleveland Street, London Wl. Lunch provided, creche, travel 
costs for those facing deportation (cheapest advanced bookings). 
London, Midlands, South West and South East England - JohnO: 

012 1 554 6947; ncadc@ncadc.org.uk 

North East, West England and Scotland - Emma Ginn: 016 1 740 6504; 
ncadc-north-west@ncadc.org.uk; 1 Delaunays Rd, Manchester M8 4QS. 

The logic of withdrawal 

Iraq Occupation Focus public meetings addressed by Anthony 
Amove, author of newly published Iraq: the logic of withdrawal. 
Oxford: Wednesday June 14, 7.30pm, the Vaults, St Mary’s Church, 

High Street. Co-organised with East Oxford Stop the War Coalition. 

Dave Radford: 0798 5 05 6089. 

Cambridge: Thursday June 15, 6.30pm, Waterstones bookshop, 

Sidney Street. Jim Jepps: 0795 6 60 5 634. 

London: Friday June 16, 7pm, Indian YMCA, 41 Fitzroy Square, 

London Wl. With Anthony Amove, Tariq Ali and Glen Rangwala. 
Edinburgh: Saturday June 17, 3pm. Co-organised by Edinburgh Stop 
the War Coalition and Word Power. Gordon Asher: 0141 339 3323. 
Glasgow: Sunday June 18, 1pm, Scottish TUC Hall, 333 Woodlands 
Road With Muhammad Idrees Ahmad, Alan Hart, Rena Bivens. Co- 
organised with Glasgow StWC. GordonAsber: 0141 33 9 3 323. 
Nottingham: Monday June 19,7:30pm, International Community 
Centre, 61b Mansfield Road. Ranjan: 07775 863750. 

Fordetails of Iraq Occupation Focus contact Liz Davies: 079 5 8 
67 3 840; liz@lizdavies.demon.co.uk 

Disability rights 

Saturday June 17: National march and rally against benefit cuts and 
for disability welfare rights. Assemble Devonshire Green, Sheffield, 12 
noon Called by Sheffield Welfare Action Network. 

We belong to Glasgow 

Saturday June 17, 1 lam: Rally against dawn raids, detention, depor¬ 
tations and destitution, and for the right to work for asylum-seekers. 
Brand Street, Ibrox, Glasgow (nearest underground: Cessnock). 

Marxist Education Forum 

Saturday June 17, 1.30pm: Discussion: ‘What is political islam?’ 

Speaker: Yassamine Mather. Strathclyde University Chaplaincy 
Centre, St Paul’s Building, 90 John Street, Glasgow G1. 

For more details, contact Joe Eyre: Joeeyre2000@yahoo.com 

Communist University Wales 

Saturday June 24, 10am to 6pm, Sunday June 25, 10.30am to 6pm, 
Sandringham Hotel, 21 St Mary Street, Cardiff CIO. Details later. 

RDG 

To contact the Revolutionary Democratic Group, email 
rdgroup@yahoo.co.uk 

CPGB wills 

Remember the CPGB and keep the struggle going. Put our party’s 
name and address, together with the amount you wish to leave, in 
your will. If you need further help, do not hesitate to contact us. 










4 


meekly, ^ 

June 1 2006 627 Worker 


SCOTLAND _ 

SSP civil war 


Continued from page 1 — 

national, owners of the Sunday gut¬ 
ter rag, to see the minutes of the 
November 9 2004 EC meeting which 
forced comrade Sheridan to resign 
as convenor. News International 
believes that details of the EC’s dis¬ 
cussions would help it defend the 
defamation action, and the Edin¬ 
burgh court of sessions ruled that 
the minutes and other documents 
must be handed over. On Friday 
May 26 comrade McCombes was 
jailed for refusing to comply, on the 
grounds that the executive - and 
subsequently the NC - had in 2004 
decided that these documents must 
remain confidential. 

So the NC - the SSP’s sovereign 
body between conferences - gathered 
at Glasgow’s Caledonian University 
without comrade McCombes. The EC 
wanted delegates to confirm the pol¬ 
icy of upholding the confidentiality 
of the November 2004 discussions 
and continue defying the courts. 
The leadership was proposing no 
specific action apart from this and it 
seemed it was prepared to see com¬ 
rade McCombes languish in jail ... 
unless comrade Sheridan aban¬ 
doned his legal action (the EC had 
passed a resolution to that effect the 
previous week). 

Indeedit was clearly undesirable 
for Sheridan to have brought the 
case. It did not take a genius to work 
outthat the News ofthe World, inde- 
fending the action, would demand 
to know of any unease or dissatis¬ 
faction with the former convenor on 
the part of his comrades. Did they 
believe the stories about his private 
life? What could they be forced to 
reveal? Apart from the jailing of com¬ 
rade McCombes, 13 other EC mem¬ 
bers have been cited by News 
International and are due to appear 
as witnesses after the case begins 
before a jury on July 4. 

It was never going to be a tenable 
solution for the SSP to refuse to re¬ 
veal, on the grounds of ‘confidenti¬ 
ality’, the real reasons why it forced 
its leader to resign. It was always 
going to appear that there was some¬ 
thing to hide. So the November 2004 
demand from the EC that Sheridan 
should not pursue the action, but 
instead either come clean or say 
nothing at all about his private life, 
was in essence correct. It was rea¬ 
sonable to demand his resignation 
when he insisted on his right to go 
to court. But it was not reasonable 
to agree that the whole discussion 
(not just the personal details) 
should remain confidential. The 
members had a right to know. 

Eighteen months later, the tactic 
of the EC majority seemed to be to 
shame comrade Sheridan into drop¬ 
ping the case. Letting comrade Mc¬ 
Combes be jailed would, it was 
thought, give the executive the ‘mor¬ 
al high ground’. It could not be ac¬ 
cused of stabbing Sheridan in the 
back by releasing the minutes and 
the onus would now be on him to 
make a move. In the meantime war¬ 
rants were issued for messengers-at- 
arms to search for the documents 
demanded by the court (a conven¬ 
ient cover for an MI5 hoovering op¬ 
eration?). 

The SSP’s Glasgow offices and 
comrades’ private homes were en¬ 
tered, and the SSP now faces a bill 
of several thousand pounds to 
cover the warrant costs in addition 
to barrister’s fees (comrade Mc¬ 
Combes is ably represented by 
Paul Cullen QC, former Tory solici¬ 
tor general for Scotland). The judge 
has also demanded the names of 


Cardonald members who passed a 
motion calling for any records of dis¬ 
cussions of comrades’ private lives 
to be destroyed. 

Sheridan offensive 

Comrade Sheridan decided to use the 
occasion of the NC to launch a full- 
scale offensive - not only to complete 
his own rehabilitation (he had been 
elected SSP co-chair at the March 
annual conference despite the wish¬ 
es ofthe McCombeswing of the lead¬ 
ership), but to replace the 
“unsavoury cabal” of those who had 
allegedly pursued “personal vendet¬ 
tas” against him. 

His ‘ open letter’ was given to com¬ 
rades entering the NC and simultane¬ 
ously handed out or emailed to 
journalists (see back page). The main 
butt ofhis attacks were the “three fe¬ 
male MSP comrades who have con¬ 
sistently sought to undermine me” 
(Carolyn Leckie, Rosie Kane and 
Frances Curran). But the open letter 
indicated his support for Rosemary 
Byrne MSP, while a pro-Sheridan 
motion to the NC praised Colin Fox, 
who defeated comrade McCombes 
for the convenor’s post with 
Sheridan’s backing in 2005. 

This Sheridan offensive was given 
a boost on the morning of the NC with 
the claim published in the Sunday Her¬ 


ald that a “senior Scottish Socialist 
Party official” had given the paper 
details of the November 9 2004 EC 
meeting in a “sworn affidavit” 18 
months agp (May 28). No doubt the 
story was deliberately timed to pro¬ 
voke the furore that did indeed en¬ 
sue. 

It was seized upon by Sheridan 
supporters as an indication that the 
McCombes camp had all the while 
been sabotaging his legal action by 
leaking details of internal discus¬ 
sions to the press. “Affidavit” was 
taken by some to mean ‘minutes’ - 
the very document News Interna¬ 
tional wanted to see. In fact the 
Sunday Herald splash was basical¬ 
ly the same as the story it had pub¬ 
lished in November 2004 - the only 
difference being that it was now re¬ 
vealed that the EC member respon¬ 
sible for the briefing had, for some 
reason, given the information in the 
form of a legql document. 

When the NC meeting started, the 
first move was in the form of an emer- 
gency motion from the Sheridan 
camp. Inverness called for an en¬ 
quiry to identify the “mole” and dis¬ 
cipline whoever was responsible. 
The motion was supported by Dun¬ 
dee West, a branch dominated by 
the Taaffeite Committee for a Work¬ 
ers’ International. Also lined up be¬ 


hind Sheridan were the Socialist Work¬ 
er platform, at least some Republican 
Communist Network comrades and 
John Milligan from the RMT union del¬ 
egation. 

EC supporters wanted the motion 
ruled out of order on the technical 
ground that it could not possibly have 
been agreed by a properly constituted 
branch meeting, as the story had only 
broken a few hours earlier. The Inver¬ 
ness comrade stated that he had got 
the agreement of individual comrades 
to move it by telephone. 

This was typical of the disputes that 
continued throughout the meeting - 
accompanied by the hurling of insults 
from a minority of enraged comrades 
in both camps. The scene had been set 
when Sheridan entered the room to a 
cacophony of applause, cheers and 
stomping. This highly charged atmos¬ 
phere persisted until the end, when 
frayed tempers resulted in a good deal 
of shouting, pushing and shoving. 

Chair Morag Belfour had the great¬ 
est of difficulty in controlling the meet¬ 
ing and was pulled between the EC’s 
bureaucratic attempts to steer proceed¬ 
ings and the heckling of the Sheridan- 
ites. She eventually allowed the 
emergency motion to be heard and 
comrade Foxsaidthe “mole” must have 
been Duncan Rowan, the disgraced 
former north-east organiser who gave 


the original anti-Sheridan story to the 
News of the World. This struck many 
as beingjust a little too convenient for 
Hie EC. 

After a long and fraught debate, the 
emergency motion was passed and at 
last the EC motion was debated. But 
comrade Sheridan himself had pulled 
the ground from under the EC’s feet 
by calling for the disputed minutes to 
be released to the court “under pro¬ 
test”. Yet EC supporters still called for 
a continuation of the ‘defy’ tactic - 
they said it was in Tommy’s own in¬ 
terest that the minutes should not be 
not released. 

But comrade Sheridan was deter¬ 
mined to deprive the EC of the ‘moral 
high ground’ (and comrade Mc¬ 
Combes of martyrdom status) and the 
EC motion to continue defying the 
court was defeated by 82 votes to 67. 
At this stage the EC wanted the meet¬ 
ing closed, but the Sheridan camp 
objected that none of the other dozen 
or so motions had been heard. EC 
supporters said that the emergency 
motion badtaken up so much time that 
the meeting would have to end - it 
would be unfair to force university 
staff to work overtime. 

While the haggling continued, 
comrade Sheridan himself announced 
that a 15-minute extension had been 
negotiated with the university and 
insisted that the motion from Aber¬ 
deen South be put This credited Tom¬ 
my personally for the “excellent vote” 
won by the SSP in the Scottish parlia¬ 
mentary elections in 2003 and stated 
he “must play a leading role in the 
2007 election campaign”. It con¬ 
demned the “failure by sections of the 
SSP leadership to support Tommy 
when he was attacked by the New’S of 
the World ” and offered him “full po¬ 
litical support” in his libel case. The 
motion also applauded “the very pos¬ 
itive role played by Colin Fox in try¬ 
ing to heal the party’s wounds”. 
While all the other motions were for¬ 
gotten, this was put to the vote with¬ 
out debate and carried by 70 to 49. 

The EC had been routed. No formal 
decision had been taken to release the 
minutes to the courts, but the com¬ 
rades knew when they were beaten 
and comrade Fox handed them over 
in a sealed envelope the following day. 
As a result comrade McCombes was 
granted “interim liberation” on the 
evening of Monday May 29. 

He must now appear once more 
before the court of sessions on Tues¬ 
day June 6. And in a further display 
of her majesty’s courts flexing their 
muscles and sticking its nose into the 
internal affairs of the SSP, comrade 
McCombes has been ordered to sup¬ 
ply the names of the Cardonald com¬ 
rades who called for the minutes to be 
destroyed. 

Meanwhile, EC supporters were left 
licking their wounds, complaining 
about the meeting being hijacked by 
“a baying, tribal mob” and the “organ¬ 
ised atmosphere of intimidation”. One 
comrade said it had been “the worse 
day as an activist I have had at a so- 
called socialist meeting”. In truth, 
however, the Sheridanites did not 
have a monopoly over the insults or 
the shouting down of opponents. 

Where’sthe politics? 

What is the political significance of 
comrade Sheridan’s comeback? For 
Socialist Worker it is pretty straight¬ 
forward - the May 28 NC was “a pos¬ 
itive step for the party” (June 3). 

According to Iain Ferguson of the 
SW platform, “There have been two 
competing visions of where the party 
should be going, with those grouped 
around Sheridan fighting for an out¬ 
ward-looking, mass party, as agqinst 



Come to your senses 

Statement by Alan McCombes on his release from Saughton jail, May 29 


F irstly I would like to thank SSP 
members and supporters for 
their solidarity and support 
As a party we were faced with a 
choice: to either lie, comply or defy. 
Our executive took the honourable 
position of defying the interference 
of the courts in the internal affairs 
of the Scottish Socialist Party. 

The last few days has seen the es¬ 
calation of the situation with raids on 
premises and homes, with rank-and- 
file branch members facing the pros¬ 
pect of being brought before the 
court because of resolutions passed 
Faced with this onslaught, some 


members of the national council who 
had previously urged defiance lost 
their nerve and buckled under pres¬ 
sure. Some NC members hadhonest- 
ly advocated compliance from the 
outset and I respect that 

While personally relieved to be 
liberated (for the time being at 
least), I salute those 60-plus dele¬ 
gates of the national council who 
remained steadfast and took the dif¬ 
ficult option to continue defiance. 
If I had been in their shoes and 
someone else had been in mine, I 
would have voted to continue the 
defiance. 


I have responded to the demo¬ 
cratic vote of the SSP’s national 
council and will carry on the battle 
for confidentiality through legal 
channels. 

Finally, I have to express my dis¬ 
appointment that some delegates, in¬ 
cluding my old friend, Tommy 
Sheridan, ignored my heartfelt plea 
for unity in the face of this on¬ 
slaught. Tommy Sheridan’s intem¬ 
perate outburst has saddened me 
and I now appeal to Tommy to come 
to his senses, withdraw his infantile 
letter and meet me face to face to 
thrash out these issues • 
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those who want a smaller, narrower, 
‘ pure ’ party.” 

This, to put it mildly, is poppycock. 
The notion that comrades Mc- 
Combes, Leckie, Kane and Curran do 
not want “an outward-looking, mass 
party” is just too ludicrous for words. 
They want to support the Scottish 
National Party into government in 
Holyrood with an eye not only on the 
goal of independence, but ministerial 
posts for themselves too. 

You can see how the notion of a 
Sheridan “mass party” would fit in with 
Socialist Workers Party schemes, 
though. Ever since comrade Sheridan’s 
resignation as convenor the SWP has 
been trying to entice him into the Re¬ 
spect camp - there has even been talk 
of Tommy fronting a George Gallo¬ 
way-backed electoral challenge in 
Scotland in 2007. Allegedly it was a 
supporter of Respect in Scotland who 
was issuing Sheridan’s ‘open letter’ to 
the press last Sunday. It would also 
fit into SWP plans for the SSP to drop 
what remains of its ‘Marxist’ baggage 
so as to leave a clearer space for the 
already existing ‘revolutionary party’ 
- the SWP itself. For “outward-look¬ 
ing” and “mass” read ‘left populist’. 

Comrade Ferguson notes of the 
2004 EC that forced out comrade 
Sheridan: “At that meeting, executive 
members shamefully refused to pub¬ 
licly back Sheridan and demanded his 
resignation as party convenor, which 
he accepted under pressure.” He for¬ 
gets to tell us that this line was sup¬ 
ported by the S W platform comrades 
too. Similarly he writes: “The Herald 
article has also left the executive’s 
strategy of ‘defiance’ of the courts 
over these minutes in tatters.” Some¬ 
how the fact that the SW comrades 
had been amongst the most vocifer¬ 
ous in the ‘defy’ camp - until Tommy 
himself changed his tune - is also 
omitted. 

No, we can safely dismiss the SWP 
interpretation of the anti-leadership, 
pro-Sheridan mood amongst a section 
of the SSP rank and file. Much of this 
is, of course, based on loyalty to Tom¬ 
my as an individual and an instinctive 
desire to support him when he is un¬ 
der attack. But, on the face of it at 
least, there is very little politically that 
separates Sheridan and McCombes. 

It is well known that comrade 
Sheridan, the brilliant orator, was the 
“front man” (his own words) for the 
‘theory’ developed by comrade Mc¬ 
Combes - a partnership symbolised by 
their ‘joint’ book Imagine, every word 
of which was written by the latter. 
When comrade McCombes dreamt up 
the ‘independent socialist Scotland’ 
policy (which rapidly evolved into an 
‘independent capitalist Scotland’ as 
an intermediary stage), comrade 


A s I mentioned last week, this 
is my final column until the end 
of August. That is because today 
is the start of the Communist Par¬ 
ty’s annual, two-month fundraising 
drive - the Summer Offensive - and 
donations to the Weekly Worker 
will all be counted towards the 
CPGB’s overall £30,000 target (al¬ 
though gifts specifically intended 
for the paper will still be used for 
that purpose). 

I am pleased to report that we did 
achieve our £600 fighting fund tar¬ 
get for May - we raised£638.80, to 
be exact. A big thank you to FH for 
her £50 cheque, plus equally wel¬ 
come donations from PJ (£20), DS 
and ML (£10 each), not forgetting 
a fi ve r ap iece fro m FL and AC. 

This last named comrade was 
the only one who made use of our 


Sheridan was happy to front that too. 

But the descent into Scottish na¬ 
tionalism was based almost entirely 
on comrade McCombes’s ‘opinion 
poll politics’ - the embracing of what 
is perceived to be popular at a given 
moment. Opportunism, in other 
words. While no doubt McCombes et 
al have come to actually believe in 
separatism, it is far from certain that 
for Sheridan itis more than skin-deep. 

It is noticeable that in Tommy’s list 
of the policies that now ought to be 
pressed forward, contained in his open 


Tommy Sheridan: I’m back 

letter, “independence” appears at the 
very end, after such items as the aboli¬ 
tion of council tax and prescription 
charges, free school meals, public own¬ 
ership and the defence of asylum-seek¬ 
ers (comrade Ferguson does not 
mention it at all in his own list of desir¬ 
able policies in Socialist Worker). 

Another notable aspect of comrade 
Sheridan’s open letter is its distinct 
anti-feminism: “We area class-based 
socialist party. Not a gender-obsessed 
discussion group.” He is now clearly 
rejecting the so-called ‘50-50’policy, 
which bureaucratically promotes 
equal female representation amongst 
delegates and candidates, irrespective 


online PayPal facility - even 
though he is rather apologetic: “It’s 
all I can afford this month, com¬ 
rades.” But even £5 is a lot when 
you think that there were 18,430 
others who donated nothing at all! 

Let’s hope that some of those 
thousands of web readers contrib¬ 
ute to our Summer Offensive. Even 
though our total pledges already 
amount to £20,3 5 0 (almost £1,000 
up on what was rep orted to our 
May 28 aggregate), a few online 
promises would not go amiss. 

And then there is the small but 
vital matter of turning pr+omises 
into reality ... • 

Robbie Rix 

Ask for a bankers order foim, 
or send cheques, 
payable to Weekly Worker 


of the practicalities, and sometimes at 
the expense of ensuring that the best 
comrade for the job is chosen. 

Petty bourgeois feminism has gone 
hand in hand with petty bourgeois 
nationalism for the majority around 
comrade McCombes. Both are symp¬ 
tomatic of the opportunistic rejection 
of working class socialism in pursuit 
of what seems fashionable and pop¬ 
ular. Of course, it goes without say¬ 
ing that revolutionary socialists and 
communists are the best fighters for 
democracy - we champion genuine 


equality for women, which cannot be 
achieved through bureaucratic quo¬ 
tas. We also fight for Scotland’s right 
to self-determination, which should be 
exercised in favour of a voluntary, 
working class-led unity of Scotland, 
England and Wales through a federal 
republic. 

Comrade Sheridan, cut adrift from 
his McCombes moorings, could well 
drop his adopted adherence to Scot¬ 
tish independeneejust as easily as he 
has clearly discarded his previous 
formal support for 50-50. Which is 
why, of course, the pro-feminist ultra¬ 
nationalists are on the side of com¬ 
rade McCombes - they also backed 
him against ColinFox, who is deemed 
to be insufficiently nationalist. 

While comrade Sheridan’s open let¬ 
ter undoubtedly contains many accu¬ 
sations against his erstwhile 
comrades that are no more than exag¬ 
gerations and half-truths, it also has 
elements that ring true. A section of 
the SSP views him as anti-women, is 
prepared to believe almost any allega¬ 
tion and views stories of his alleged 
sexual liaisons with extreme distaste. 

What is certain is that Tommy 
Sheridan’s populist opportunism is no 
more an answer for Scotland’s work¬ 
ing class than Alan McCombes’s. 
What is needed - in Scotland, Wales 
and England - is a party capable of 
uniting all advanced workers in a com¬ 
mon struggle against our common 
oppressors: the United Kingdom state 
and the capitalist class. 

And the left in England and Wales 
must rid itself of the notion that the 
Scottish Socialist Party is something for 
us to aspire to. The May 28 national 
council meeting demonstrated the su¬ 
perficiality of its democratic culture and 
regime of toleration. Shallow politics 
will inevitably be exposed for what they 
are - form must follow content • 

Peter Manson 


Fighting fund 

See you in August 
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Problems 


WHICH ROAD? 


FROM OCTOBER 
TO AUGUST 


■ Which road? 

The programmes of‘official communism’ were designedto serve those in the 
workers’ movement who had no interest in revolution, those who preferred 
compromise with capitalism rather than its destruction. 

Jack Conrad also deals with the lefatmist programme of Peter Taaffe’s group and 
lays the groundwork necessaiy for drafting a revolutionary programme. 

£6.95/ *11 

■ From October to August 

Articles by Jade Conrad, charting the rise and demise of the USSR from Stalin’s 
monocratic dictatorship to the twists and turns of Goibachev’s perestroika and 
Yeltsin’s counter-coup. Throughout the stiess is on the necessity of democracy. 

£6.95/ *11 

■ In the enemy camp 

Examines the theory and practice of communist electoral work. Particular at¬ 
tention is paid to the Bolsheviks’ anti-boycottism and their strategy fcr revo¬ 
lution Vital for principled activists. 

£4.95/-7.50 

■ Problems of commimist organisation 

What is the coirect balance between democracy and centralism? Jack Conrad 
explores this thorny issue and shows that unity in action is only sustainable 
when minorities have the right to organise and become the majority. 

£4.95/ -7.50 

■A plan for miners 

The Communist Party’s ‘anti-submission’ to the Tory government's 1992 coal 
review. Tire case is made for working class self-activity and socialism. Arthur 
Scaigill famously disowned it. 

£1.00/ *1.50 

■ Remaking Europe 

Jack Conrad argues that the working class can and must establish a fully artic¬ 
ulated programme with a view to winning our own, social, Europe. A Europe 
stamped by the working class, which is ready for its domination and rapid 
emancipatory extension. 


£5.00/-7.50 


Buy all 6 books for £20/*30 and save £9 l 80/*1£ 
Delivery free within the United Kingdom 
Please send me a copy of: 


Which road? □ 

From October to August □ 

In the enemy camp □ 

Problems of communist organisation □ 

A plan for miners □ 

Remaking Europe □ 


I enclose a cheque, payable to CPGB, for £/e. 


Name 


Address 


Em ail_ 

Please retirn to CPGB address 
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CLIMATE_ 

Changes and responses 


Climate change is nothing new. Nor can we stop it. What we need, 
insists Jack Conrad, is a society that can cope with sudden change 


G lobal warming and climate 
change have become major 
political questions. It is easy 
to see why: 

• The British government’s chief sci¬ 
ence adviser, professor Sir David 
King, has stated that climate change 
is “the most severe problem we are 
facing today, more serious even than 
the threat of terrorism”. He has also 
forthrightly condemned the Bush ad- 
ministrationfor “failing to take up the 
challenge of global warming” and 
boycotting the Kyoto agreement. 

• The European Project for Ice Cor¬ 
ing in Antarctica reports that over 
the last 200 years carbon dioxide 
levels in the atmosphere have risen 
substantially - from 280 parts per 
million to 380ppm today. Scientists 
calculate that CO 2 emissions rose 
11% over the last decade and will 
grow another 50% worldwide by 
2020. Concentrations are higher 
than at any time in the last 650,000 
years. Global temperature has also 
risen. Over the last century and a 
half there seems to have been an in¬ 
crease of about 0.6° centigrade. Sea 
levels are rising too. Coastal cities 
and low-lying islands such as Tuva¬ 
lu are in imminent danger. 1 
• In 2004 the World Wildlife Fund 
published a wide-ranging study, 
which starkly reveals the perilous 
condition of the global environ¬ 
ment. 2 If robbing the earth’s natural 
resources proceeds according to the 
established pattern, it calculates that 
this will lead, by 2030, to “an unavoid¬ 
able decline in human welfare, as 
measured by average life expectan¬ 
cy, educational level, and world eco¬ 
nomic product”. Sustainable use of 
resources ended during the 1980s, 
says the report. Now we annually 
consume around 20% more of the 
planet’s biological capacity than is 
restored. Given current trends, 
around 50% more will be consumed 
by 2050. 

• Then there is James Lovelock, the 
environmental scientist and origina¬ 
tor of the Gaia theory. He paints a not 
dissimilar picture to the WWF study 
in his book The revenge of Gaia (Lon¬ 
don 2006). Metaphorically, Lovelock 
likens the earth to a sentient being: 
she regulates her own climate and 
composition and hits back against 
anything that does her damage or 
causes pain. In other words it is not 
only living things that adapt accord¬ 
ing to changed conditions. The plan¬ 
et must be seen as an active agent in 
its own right. 

Because Gaia has been so badly 
mistreated, contemporary civilisation 
is “in grave danger”. Humanity has 
had the “ill luck” to start polluting at 
a time when the “sun is too hot for 
comfort”. We have given Gaia “a fe¬ 
ver” and soon her condition will wors¬ 
en to a “state like a coma”. She has 
been there before and recovered, “but 
it took more than 100,000 years” for 
that to happen. 3 

• Tony Blair now candidly admits 
that the impact of climate change 
“may well be greater than we 
thought”. In the foreword to the 
book Avoiding dangerous climate 
change, he writes: “It is now plain 
that the emission of greenhouse gas¬ 
es, associated with industrialisation 
and economic growth from a world 
population that has increased six¬ 
fold in 200 years, is causing global 
warming at a rate that is unsustaina¬ 
ble.” 4 Blair is more circumspect than 
Lovelock; nevertheless in the name 
of halting global warming he too 
wants to fast-track the building of a 
new generation of nuclear power 
stations. 


We can therefore safely say that 
global warming is now an almost uni¬ 
versally accepted fact The main ques¬ 
tions are ‘What causes it?’ and ‘What 
programme needs to he put in effect 
in response to it?’ 

When it comes to ecology and 
global warming, what most left 
groups do amounts to theft of the 
more easily lifted household items 
of green politics. Bits of green intel¬ 
lectual property turn up tacked onto 
famished, economistic programmes 
and election manifestos. The most 
blatant example of this pirating is 
what describes itself as red-green 
politics. But, one way or another, 
they are all guilty: hence from Re- 
spect-SWP we find the gi-een call for 


“massive public pressure” in order 
to compel the government to take 
action “against climate change” 
(resolution 32 submitted by Respect 
national council and agreed by the 
November 19-20 2005 annual confer¬ 
ence). The Socialist Campaign 
Group, Scottish Socialist Party, So¬ 
cialist Party in England and Wales, 
Forward Wales, the Morning Star's 
Communist Party of Britain, etc - say 
more or less the same thing as Re- 
spect-SWP because the economis¬ 
tic left a whole take their lead from 
the Campaign Against Climate 
Change. 

Canute 

Quite frankly, the name says it all. No 
matter how well intentioned such a 
clumsy title amounts to a plea for the 
entire world to collectively emulate 
king Canute. Thatiscertainlyhowthe 
economistic left sees things, given 
its ‘stop climate change’ slogans and 
resolutions. Needless to say, as Ca¬ 
nute famously demonstrated in the 
11th century, he could not stop the 
incoming ocean tides. Nor can we in 
the 21st century - even with our sci¬ 
ence and advanced technology - stop 
climate change. 

‘Climate’ and ‘change’ go togeth¬ 
er like ‘weather’ and ‘change’. The 
two are inseparable. Of course, the 
weather changes from hour to hour, 
day to day and month to month. Cli¬ 
mate is just big weather. Karen Bice, 
of Pennsylvania University’s depart¬ 
ment of geosciences, gives the fol¬ 
lowing definition: “Climate,” she 
says, “equals weather ‘averaged’ 
over a time period of more than one 
year or more”. 5 So there is nothing 
unusual about climate change per se. 

In fact climate without change is 


impossible. Climate change has nev¬ 
er ceased, is ongoing and must there¬ 
fore be considered inevitable. Or, to 
use an ideologically loaded phrase, 
itis natural. Notions of fixing in place 
the climate as it now is, or returning 
it to a pre-industrial ideal, through 
some kind of technical wizardry or a 
human exodus, are half childish, half 
sinister and bound to fail. 

Think about Britain’s climate - a 
solid record of it lies in the rocks un¬ 
der our feet. As well as periodic gla¬ 
ciations over the last 20 or 30 million 
years - in the Quaternary and Terti¬ 
ary periods - temperatures have in 
general been far higher in the past 
than today. For example, the coal 
seams of Yorkshire, south Wales, 


Lanarkshire and Nottinghamshire 
were formed in tropical forests and 
swamps; Dover’s famous white cliffs 
were laid down under shallow, balmy 
seas; London’s clay contains the re¬ 
mains of elephants, hippopotamus¬ 
es and rhinoceroses. The claim that 
the hottest 10 years “since records 
began” 6 occurred in the last 10 years 
might apply in terms of reports is¬ 
sued by the Met Office, but hardly 
when one considers the geological 
time scale. 

The drift and configuration of the 
continents might possibly explain 
our present climate, at least in part. A 
huge ring of American and Eurasian 
land more or less encircles the north¬ 
ern pole; that and the continental 
plate centred on the southern pole 
provide almost perfect conditions for 
ensuring cold conditions and freez¬ 
ing the bulk of the Earth’s fresh wa¬ 
ter in two gigantic ice sheets. 

Pangea, which existed some 280- 
230 million years ago, joined togeth¬ 
er the bulk of today’s land masses in 
one supercontinent, including a 
huge slab which occupied tropical 
latitudes. This configuration helped 
produce much wanner climatic con¬ 
ditions. The US Science Foundation 
gives a figure of 10° centigrade high¬ 
er. Leave that theory aside: for most 
of the Mesozoic and Palaeozoic eras 

- whichtogether cover many millions 
of years - the Earth was a considera¬ 
bly hotter place than now. An undis¬ 
puted fact. Even in more recent times 

- ie, over the last few million years - 
the climate has been generally warm¬ 
er than today. 

Climatic statis is always relative and 
temporary, and is constantly punctu¬ 
ated by rapid change - mostly involv¬ 
ing transition periods lasting perhaps 


a century, sometimes a few decades 
or even less than that. Until recently 
most scientists thought that all large- 
scale global and regional climate 
changes took place over a time scale 
of many centuries or millennia: ie, at 
rates hardly noticeable during a hu¬ 
man lifetime. Gradualism was the rul¬ 
ing orthodoxy. No longer the case. 

Scientific opinion nowadays rec¬ 
ognises that quantitative change 
reaches a trigger point and then flips 
into qualitative change. Climatolo¬ 
gists JonatbanAdams, Mark Maskim 
and Ellen Thomas vouch that: “All 
the evidence indicates that most 
long-term climate change occurs in 
sudden jumps rather than incremen¬ 
tal changes.” 7 Such conclusions 


were long anticipated by Marxism. 
Frederick Engels in his Dialectics of 
nature described the jump or leap: “in 
so far as qualitative change takes 
place ... it is determined by a corre¬ 
sponding quantitative change”. 8 

Over tire last million years there 
have been large-scale oscillations in 
the global climate, producing an 
in terg lac ial-g lac ial-interglacial 
100,000-year pattern. Each cycle has 
had its own particular features and 
oddities. Understandably though, as 
with any study of the past, data be¬ 
comes ever more unreliable with in¬ 
creasing distance. So the best 
records we possess go from the inter¬ 
glacial, known as the Eemian, down 
to the present Holocene period - the 
last 130,000 years have in particular 
been revealed in some detail with 
deep ice cores drilled from Greenland 
and the Antarctic. 

In terms of climatic transition the 
most detailed information is for what 
is called the Younger Dryas-to- 
Holocene, which ended the last ice 
age. At its maximum, some 15,000 to 
20,000 years ago, the Arctic ice sheet 
extended all the way down to near the 
Thames and saw much lower sea lev¬ 
els. Huge volumes of water were 
trapped in snow and ice. What is now 
Britain was joined to France. The 
transition to a new climatic regime 
occurred about 1 1,500 years ago 
and seems to have taken only a dec¬ 
ade or two to complete. “The speed 
of this change is probably repre¬ 
sentative of similar but less well- 
studied climate transitions during 
the last few hundred thousand 
years,” argue Adams, Maskim and 
Thomas. These transitions include 
sudden cold events (Heinrich 
events/stadia Is), warm events (inter- 


stadials) and the beginning and end¬ 
ing of long warn phases, such as 
the Eemian interglacial. 9 

Many causes, including ocean cur¬ 
rents, sun spots, volcanic eruptions, 
cloud cover, CO 2 and methane con¬ 
centrations, planetary wobbles, ice 
caps and meteorite and comet strikes 
have been invoked to explain these 
sudden transitions. Doubtless a 
combination of these and other fac¬ 
tors are at play. 

There are less dramatic but none¬ 
theless significant patterns of climate 
change on a smaller scale too. Dur¬ 
ing the present (Holocene) intergla¬ 
cial period, there have been cold and 
dry phases occurring over a roughly 
1,500-year cycle, and climate transi¬ 
tions on a decade-to-century time 
scale. There have been little ice ages, 
as well as bursts of relative warmth. 
Between 1100 and 1300, for example, 
Europe enjoyed temperatures that 


were on average 0.7°-1.6° C higher 
than today. That encouraged more 
productive agriculture throughout 
the continent and saw flourishing 
English vineyards. 

It is also worth recalling that the 
Thames regularly froze solid during 
mid-17th century winters and that the 
years from 1805 to 1820 were compar¬ 
atively bleak and inclement. So what 
we are experiencing at present needs 
to be put in the context of the transi¬ 
tion from the little ice age that finally 
ended around 1880. Not that there is 
a straightforward linear trend From 
1946 till the 1970s things turned 
somewhat cooler and only since then 
has there been a return to warmer 
conditions - although admittedly still 
cool compared to the distant past and 
geological time. 

Climatic change can produce both 
new opportunities andterrible calam¬ 
ities for us humans. Palaeontologists 
suggest that climate change played 
a major part in the emergence of our 
species. Growing polar ice sheets 
and the spread of the African savan¬ 
nah coincided with the split between 
our ancestors and modem chimpan¬ 
zees. Subsequently, other glacial pe¬ 
riods and low sea levels eased the 
human colonisation of Australia and 
then the Americas. Getting to a big¬ 
ger Australia from a bigger Asia some 
70,000 years ago needed only a short 
hop from the island of Timor; and 
22,000 years ago Siberia was con¬ 
nected to Alaska by the Baring land 
bridge. Tribal groups, perhaps only 
five in all, simply wandered in and 
then over the next 10,000 years or so 
peopled the whole of the Americas 
down to Tierra del Fuego. 10 

Archaeologists blame sudden cli¬ 
mate change for the collapse of the 
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classic period of Mayan civilisation, 
and alternating wet and dry periods 
seem to have played a role in the rise 
and fall of the coastal and highland 
cultures of Ecuador and Peru. The 
beginning of crop agriculture in the 
Middle East certainly corresponds 
very closely with a sudden warming 
event that marks the beginning of the 
Holocene. Milder weather saw Norse 
colonists establish permanent settle¬ 
ments in Greenland in the 10th centu¬ 
ry; the population finally petered out 
in the 15th century, due in part to the 
“cooling conditions in the north At¬ 
lantic” brought about by the little ice 
age that began in the 13th century." 

Of course, the climate is chaotic 
and subject to countless interacting 
variables. Modelling accurate predic¬ 
tions, especially long-term ones, are 
therefore fraught with immense diffi¬ 
culties. After all, we do not under¬ 
stand exactly why or how changes 
occurred in the recent geological 
past. Hence we largely remain in the 
dark when it comes to forecasting 
future events. Even if we knew eve¬ 
rything there was to know about past 
climate mechanisms, “it is likely that 
we would still not be able to forecast 
such events confidently into the fu¬ 


ture”. 12 This is because the climate 
system and its chaotic nature means 
that comparatively tiny quantitative 
changes can suddenly result in qual¬ 
itative changes in the initial condi¬ 
tions. The so-called ‘butterfly effect’. 

So no-one can reliably talk in terms 
of what will ‘definitely’ happen even 
in the near future - despite the doom- 
mongering certainties presented to 
the public by the Green Party, Green¬ 
peace, Earth First, etc. All that can rea¬ 
sonably be said is that there are 
possibilities and probabilities. There 
is the possibility that the climatic in¬ 
stability seen in the recent geologi¬ 
cal past is not relevant to our 
immediate future, because it repre¬ 
sents a different system - a ‘glacial’ 
state characterised by an entirely dif¬ 
ferent pattern of deep-sea circula¬ 
tion. 13 However, there remains the 
probability that there is a correlation 
with large-scale global shifts that 
occurred within earlier interglacials 
(eg, the Eemian and the Holstein 
Interglacial in Europe). 

As shown by past glacial (eg, the 
ending of the Younger Dryas) and 
interglacial (eg, the various Holocene 
climate oscillations leading up to the 
20th century) conditions, climate has 
a tendency to remain relatively sta¬ 
ble and then suddenly leap, some¬ 
times over just a few decades, due to 
various triggering or feedback mech¬ 
anisms. Doubling the amount of CO 2 
in the atmosphere could be enough. 
A relative pin-prick, but climate is a 
temperamental, easily roused and 
vengeful monster. 

Most climate scientists and the 
whole gamut of environmental pro¬ 
test groups believe that today’s 
changes in temperature and sea lev¬ 
els are at least in part down to human 


beings. We must certainly factor into 
any calculation the extra complexities 
caused by the pin-pricks of human 
activity: eg, greenhouse gases result¬ 
ing from air and road transport, do¬ 
mestic heating, power stations, 
industry and agriculture. Paul Crut- 
zen, the Dutch Nobel prize winner, 
has even talked of the Anthropocene 
beginning 200 years ago with the in¬ 
dustrial revolution So the warning 
that human activity is in danger of 
bringing about another sudden cli¬ 
matic transition cannot be dis¬ 
missed. Judging from what we know 
of the past, the quantitative condi¬ 
tions seem to be building up for a 
qualitative leap and another dramat¬ 
ic change in the climate system. As 
we have noted above, worst-case 
scenarios have temperatures in 2100 
soaring by 6°C, with all manner of 
runaway consequences. 

Soberly recognising that we might 
be living on a razor’s edge when it 
comes to climate is not to indulge in 
historical pessimism or hysterical 
catastrophism. Does that mean we 
should simply trail behind the green 
agenda in the copycat manner ofRe- 
spect and the SWP? No, as recom¬ 
mended by John Bellamy Foster, we 


must develop our own Marxist envi¬ 
ronmental programme and counter¬ 
pose it to a green environmentalism, 
which is always partial, often naive 
and sometimes Malthusian and pro¬ 
foundly reactionary. 14 

The Green Party is officially com¬ 
mitted to using the capitalist state to 
carry out its petty bourgeois pro¬ 
gramme. The sorry results of this 
reformism are - unlike the climate - 
easy to predict and can be seen in 
Germany, where the Greens shared 
power with the Social Democratic 
Party until September 2005. Needless 
to say, Joschka Fischer’s Greens did 
not transform capitalism. On the con¬ 
trary capitalism transformed them. 
The Greens were easily tamed by 
their eagerness to get into office 
and, once there, they acted as loyal 
servants of German capitalism. As it 
has chosen the path of reformism, 
doubtless so would Respect. It 
would loyally serve British capital¬ 
ism. If by some madness it were giv¬ 
en the chance. 

Deep greens 

There are deep greens - the bio- 
centrics, the Gaian cultists and the 
eco-theologians - those who are 
committed to planet Earth in a mys¬ 
tical sense and who thereby simul¬ 
taneously become antipathetic to 
humanity and all its achievements. 
People are depicted as some kind of 
plague that has infested and is 
thereby destroying the planet. Peo¬ 
ple are the problem. The solution 
therefore lies in cutting back num¬ 
bers and winding down economic 
activity back to peasant agriculture 
or even the sort of hunter-gather¬ 
ing practised in pre-Neolithic times. 
Not so long ago the Green Party 


was programmaticallycommitted to 
depopulating Britain: from 60 mil¬ 
lion to 20 million. In the name of 
nature deep greens reject civilisa¬ 
tion, technology ... and the mass of 
humanity. Logically that leads to 
extermination camps and the sort of 
genocide attempted by the Nazis 
over 1943-45. 

Another profoundly reactionary 
enemy is green capitalism. Ecology 
has been colonised by business and 
is now bought and sold like any other 
commodity. Goods in the supermarket 
come labelled as ‘organic’, ‘ozone- 
friendly’ and ‘gentle on the environ¬ 
ment’. Perhaps the most cynical and 
obnoxious example of this rebranding 
has been the transnational giant, Brit¬ 
ish Petroleum-Amaco - since 2000 it 
has marketed itself under the tag, ‘ Be¬ 
yond Petroleum’. 

As Sharon Beder tellingly ex¬ 
plains, the rebranding was part of a 
concerted effort to portray BP as an 
“energy company”, not just an “oil 
company”: one that incorporated 
solar energy in its portfolio and was 
willing and eager to move away from 
oil. BP changed its old logo for a 
vibrant green, white and yellow sun¬ 
burst named after Helios, the ancient 


Greek sun god The whole exercise 
cost a cool £150 million. 15 

Needless to say, no company 
would lay out such a vast sum on 
presentation unless it had something 
to hide. And BP has an awful record 
of condoning human rights abuses, 
breaking strikes, hiring mercenary 
goons, causing widespread pollution 
and altogether despoiling the envi¬ 
ronment. Hence CEO John Browne 
had to go to great lengths in the at¬ 
tempt to prove that BP-Amaco had 
authentic green credentials. In 1997 
the company pulled out of the Global 
Climate Coalition, a group of 50 cor¬ 
porations and trade associations that 
had been stubbornly maintaining that 
global warming was unproven and 
action to prevent it thereby unwar¬ 
ranted. In several highly publicised 
speeches during that year Browne 
announced that, rather than continu¬ 
ing to prevaricate, it was time to act to 
prevent greenhouse warming. 

One wing of the green movement 
enthusiastically welcomed his con¬ 
version and today wants to side with 
the green captains ofindustry against 
the old-fashioned, greedy and irre¬ 
sponsible kind. A form of incorpora¬ 
tion, but, as Jonathan Porritt shows, 
it can be well rewarded He is an ad¬ 
vocate of what he calls “sustainable 
capitalism” - capitalism, he says, is the 
“only game in town”. 

Green capitalism trumpets the idea 
that emissions trading is the “key the 
to the climate battle”. 16 But this is lit¬ 
tle more than fiddling with the figures 
while Rome bums. 

There are green technoquacks. The 
Pandora’s box of demons they would 
unleash were proudly put on display 
when British and American ‘experts’ 
had their recent get-together at Cam¬ 


bridge University. They were encour¬ 
aged to think up a range of techno¬ 
logical solutions to global warming. 
Among other forms of madness they 
suggested were firing dust into the 
upper atmosphere; stationing a giant, 
2,000-kilometre-diameter eye patch in 
space to deflect two percent of the 
sun’s rays; growing huge algae beds 
in the oceans to absorb carbon diox¬ 
ide; building massive cloud-generat¬ 
ing machines, etc. 

Meeting the challenge of global 
warming and sudden climate change 
is primarily not a technological, but a 
social question. Social solutions must 
therefore come first. The inescapable 
fact of the matter is that capitalism is 
an exploitative metabolism that must 
endlessly grow and overcome all bar¬ 
riers to growth. Profit is the beginning 
and end of the system. Capitalism 
moves according to the formula, M- 
C-M. Money is laid out by capitalists 
in order to purchase raw materials and 
labour-power for one object and one 
object alone. Gaining more money. 
That law controls the capitalists them¬ 
selves - even the greenest of greens 
among them - and makes capitalism 
the most uncontrollable, the most ra¬ 
pacious, the most polluting, the most 


short-termist system imaginable. Cap¬ 
italism is therefore a mode of destmc- 
tive reproduction. Hence to be a 
consistent environmentalist one must 
be a consistent anti-capitalist. In oth¬ 
er words, one must be a Marxist 

We support a whole range of meas¬ 
ures designed to drastically reduce 
greenhouse emissions in the short to 
medium term - energy conservation, 
insulation of the housing stock, solar 
and other renewable energy sources, 
massive reforestation, free urban pub¬ 
lic transport and encouraging a radi¬ 
cal shift away from artificial patterns 
of consumption driven by advertising 
and celebrity culture. All this relies, 
however, on a societal turn to the prin¬ 
ciple of need and a break with market 
imperatives. 

Sustainable reproduction is impos¬ 
sible without positively superseding 
the insatiable metabolic appetite of 
capital. This immediately, and una¬ 
voidably, raises the question of com¬ 
munism. Communism alone offers a 
viable opportunity for humanity to 
practically master nature - not, it 
should be emphasised, like some bru¬ 
tal conquistador, but in the way a stu¬ 
dent masters a foreign language with 
its rules of syntax and grammar. Un¬ 
like the economistic left, we do not 
confine this perspective to private 
meetings, only to practise routine 
trade unionism and crass electoralism 
in terms of our daily activity. 

We readily admit that climate 
change cannot be halted. With our 
current knowledge, resources and 
capabilities, whatever humanity 
does, there is the likelihood that 
sooner or later a new ice age will 
take hold and once again consider¬ 
ably reduce sea levels. Equally 
there is the likelihood that there will 


be warmer and even hot periods - 
periods that will see some low-ly¬ 
ing coastal areas and whole islands 
disappearing under the rising 
waves. 

Planetary engineering 

Attempts at planetary engineering 
now - especially with the alienated 
drives of capital and vast lacunas in 
our knowledge - are bound to pro¬ 
duce completely unintended, poten¬ 
tially cataclysmic, consequences. 
After all, even the best weather fore¬ 
casts cannot accurately tell you what 
things will be like even in a month’s 
time. But surety some time in the fu¬ 
ture humanity will develop the theory 
and the necessary means for reliable 
manipulation. Climate change could 
be nudged or eased in this or that di¬ 
rection. Our descendants will then 
usher in the real Anthropocene that 
will see the greening of deserts and 
the general enhancement of nature for 
the benefit of humanity. 

Undoubtedly there will be many 
problems if temperatures soar in the 
short term. But the answer to such 
a monumental challenge lies neither 
in a reliance on so-called ‘pure’ sci¬ 
ence nor the futile attempt to ‘return 
to nature’. 

Whole tracts of the world are in ur- 
gentneed of infrastructural and indus¬ 
trial development. Therefore in terms 
of our immediate programme we ac¬ 
cept the idea of CO 2 convergence and 
reduction. Given the vastly uneven 
levels of carbon emission - the US 5.5 
units per person, the EU 2.2, China 0.7 
and India 0.2 - there can be no ques¬ 
tion of equal sacrifice. 

The plain fact of the matter is that 
industrially developed societies are 
much better placed to manage climate 
change than impoverished ones. They 
can afford to put in place flood defenc¬ 
es, operate robust social security sys¬ 
tems and, if need be, relocate people 
in an orderly fashion. 

There are still those enchanted by 
the dream of universal and balanced 
development under the existing cap¬ 
italist system. Stupid - that or they 
are paid agents employed to pull the 
wool over people’s eyes. Capitalism 
means uneven development and by 
definition a declining capitalism can 
mean de-development A capitalist 
Bangladesh can never achieve par¬ 
ity with western Europe or the US. 
Today such countries face a further 
descent into the hell holes of barba¬ 
rism, not the steady ascent to the 
peaks of civilisation. 

So what climate change demands 
is not the suspension of the class 
struggle for higher wages, land redis¬ 
tribution, constitutional refonn, etc: 
rather global coordination of a deep¬ 
ly organised working class for the 
positive supersession of capitalism. 
What our fraught and increasingly 
strained relationship with nature re¬ 
quires is the elevation of the class 
struggle into a challenge for state 
power and the perspective of gener¬ 
al human freedom • 
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EUSTON MANIFESTO 


Off the rails 


T he launch of the Euston Manifesto on May 25 
in London’s Union Chapel showed that this ‘in¬ 
itiative’ - which has attracted a large amount of 
media attention - is totally bereft of vision, re¬ 
peats all the standard CIA tropes about terrorism 
and, more than that, fears open debate. 

The chosen panel of four speakers, Norman 
Geras, Shalom Lappin, Eve Garrard and Alan 
Johnson, with journalist Nick Cohen in the chair, 
faced an audience of around 200 that was dis¬ 
proportionately heavy with suited, middle-aged 
men. Cohen made it clear from the start that he 
wanted the meeting to be about the top table. 
He told us that any audience participation 
should be limited to questions to the platform, 
“not 10-minute contributions” outlining the po¬ 


litical platform of some obscure sect. 

Thus, any chance for an interesting meeting 
disappeared from the beginning and the meet¬ 
ing’s ‘discourse’ was monopolised almost exclu¬ 
sively by the platform speakers. They actually 
used up the vast bulk of the 45 minutes allocat¬ 
ed to contributions from the floor by insisti ng on 
answering each question - interminably, in some 
cases - immediately after it had been asked. 

So what is the Euston group? Strangely, the 
founders of this rightwing sect appear to think 
of themselves as being on the left. In reality they 
are either leftists rapidly collapsing to the right 
or simply scared, muddle-headed liberals. 

Its moving spirits appear to be professor Nor¬ 
man Geras, professional Marxologist and legal 


owner of the copyright of the Euston Manifes¬ 
to, Damian Counsell, Alan Johnson, editor of 
Democratiya and Shalom Lappin, a professor of 
computational linguistics. Other ‘luminaries’ in¬ 
clude Gary Kent, director of Labour Friends of 
Iraq, and Julie Burchill and Adrian Cohen of Unite 
Against Terror. Most other supporters listed by 
the Euston group are obscure academics. 

However, one novel feature is its collection of 
75 supporting websites - the only one of note 
being the pro-war Harry’s Place. 

Indeed it is correct to characterise the whole 
pointless Euston exercise as a public manifes¬ 
tation of pro-imperialism staged by people who, 
for one reason or another, want to characterise 
their scabby politics as being on the left e 



N o one can deny that the anti-war move¬ 
ment has had an impact on British poli¬ 
tics. True, the movement has run into 
difficulties with declining attendances on march¬ 
es and the popular frontist cul-de-sac of Re¬ 
spect, but its presence is still there. 

However, this is a movement that has taken 
on a decidedly unhealthy tinge. Consider, for ex¬ 
ample, that a vile slander such as ‘islamophobe’, 
which in saner periods would have been defined 
as a person who actively seeks to propagate 
hatred or fear of islam, is now chucked about 
like confetti in an attempt to demonise anyone 
who has the notion of merely criticising islam- 
ists. Laughably enough, we are told that this is 
the price of keeping the anti-war movement 
‘broad’; actually, now that the first flush of en¬ 
thusiasm for ‘grand old duke of York’ enterpris¬ 
es in central London has partially evaporated, it 
is becoming a method that makes the mainstream 
anti-war movement more narrow. 

Which is where the Euston Manifesto comes 
in. An alliance of academics, journalists and 
former ‘socialists’ has come together in response 
to the failures of this anti-war movement to main¬ 
tain any consistent democratic principles. This 
is clear from the group’s public pronouncements 
and a close reading of its manifesto (http:// 
eustonmanifesto.org) 

However, there is an attempt to partially hide 
such an origin in the manifesto’s preamble: 
“The present initiative has its roots in and has 
found a constituency through the internet, 
especially the ‘blogosphere’. It is our percep¬ 
tion, however, that this constituency is under¬ 
represented elsewhere - in much of the media 
and the other forums of contemporary politi¬ 
cal life.” Perhaps the authors think it is trendy 
to mention the internet and blogging (a bit like 
your embarrassing, 45-year-old uncle, who has 
just discovered Radiohead) but the reality is 
that the roots of this initiative are in an oppo¬ 
sition to the anti-war movement as currently 
constituted. 

To understand the method of the Euston 
Manifesto group we have to get to grips with 
that of its alter ego, the mainstream anti-war 
movement This seeks (in the name of maintain¬ 
ing broadness, remember) to impose a simplis¬ 
tic and neatly ordered world view on a 
variegatedand complex set of events. Therefore, 
if my main enemy is imperialism, whoever op¬ 
poses imperialism must be my friend, and even 
if, inprivate, we might know that this is tosh, (a) 
we need to keep things simple for the proles and 
(b) we don’t want to confront reactionary poli¬ 
tics in the anti-war movement; much better to 
be friends so that the media can see what a nice 
big movement we are and then we can ride the 
wave. 

On the surface, the Euston Manifesto appears 
to be more advanced: “We decline to make ex¬ 
cuses for, to indulgently ‘understand’, reaction¬ 
ary regimes and movements for which 
democracy is a hated enemy - regimes that op¬ 
press their own peoples and movements that 
aspire to do so. We draw a firm line between 
ourselves and those left-liberal voices today 
quick to offer an apologetic explanationfor such 
political forces.”It is sound to kick back at the 
idea that we cannot criticise reactionary regimes 


that are fighting imperialism and to dispel the 
ridiculous notion that we cannot argue against 
other cultures or movements on the grounds of 
‘tolerance’and ‘cultural relativism’ (showing tol¬ 
erance of those muslims who are intolerant ac¬ 
tually breeds more intolerance). 

But, unfortunately, the authors of the Euston 
Manifesto want a nicely ordered world view too 
and so appear to be elaborating their own dis¬ 
course of denial in relation to the very idea of 
imperialism and its crimes. In a horrid reversal of 


In a horrid reversal of 
the mainstream anti¬ 
war movement’s 
logic, the implication 
for the Euston 
Manifesto appears to 
be that if reactionavy 
regimes are our 
enemy, then 
imperialism might 
just be all right 


the mainstream anti-war movement’s logic, the 
implication appears to he that if reactionary re¬ 
gimes are our enemy, then imperialism might just 
be all right (the manifesto tells us that the 
“founding supporters of this statement took 
different views on the military intervention in 
Iraq, both for and againsf’). 

The Euston group, like tire mainstream anti¬ 
war movement, appears incapable of grasping 
the world in its many-sided complexity. Why is 
it impermissible for us to formulate the central 
importance of fighting imperialism, couplingthis 
with an accurate critique of the reactionary na¬ 
ture of the political leadership of countries such 
as Iraq or Iran? 

Going back to the passage quoted above, it 
is a cretinous and reactionary idea that we should 
decline to ‘understand’ the emergence of back¬ 
ward ideas and actions on the basis that this 
somehow automatically leads us into apologet¬ 
ic s. The tedious Norman Geras, oneof main play¬ 
ers inthe Euston group, said: “For example, it is 
quite regular to read about terrorism that ‘Yes, 
putting bombs on buses is bad, but you need 
to understand it’. The word ‘understand’ has two 
meanings. It means to explain and to condone - 
and that ‘but’ often tends to condone the acf’ 
(ht t p: //ne ws. b be. co .u k/1 / hi/wo rl d/eur ope / 
4973584.stm). 

But this is a bit of a disaster if we have ditch 
the ‘explanation’ type of ‘understanding’ just 
because a silly Socialist Worker Party mem¬ 
ber might come along and condone some hor¬ 


rific act. Surely understanding something 
gives us the be st basis from which to condemn 
it Even if this ‘understanding’ is done on the 
basis of condoning something, a more critical 
mind might come along and use it to better 
inform their critique. It is dangerous to try and 
short-circuit this process - presumably the 
Euston group does not want to end up along¬ 
side the ‘string ’em up’ merchants of the pop¬ 
ular press. 

Again, this appears to be a rhetorical attempt 
by the Euston Manifesto group to construct it¬ 
self as a pure opposite of the anti-war movement, 
which does indeed conflate ‘understanding’ with 
apologetics, and this leads it onto the terrain of 
implying poisonous ideas. How this denial of 
understanding helps bring about the group’s 
pursuit of “the values of free enquiry, open dia¬ 
logue and creative doubt, [and] of care in judge¬ 
ment” is something the manifesto unfortunately 
does not elaborate on. 

As we have observed above, the Euston 
Manifesto is somewhat coy as to its origins as 
a reaction against the mainstream anti-war move¬ 
ment. Because of this rightism it fails to analyse 
the cause of this movement’s descent: its dis¬ 
placement of any class analysis or perspective 
in the pursuit of alliances with forces fundamen¬ 
tally hostile to working class emancipation It is 
from this startingpoint that the likes of the SWP 
slide into the tailing of, and pandering to, reac¬ 
tionary regimes and movements. Of course, the 
Euston group does not want to dwell on this 
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Third camp to first 



Alan Johnson, the editor of Democratiya, 
spoke at the launch of the Euston 
Manifesto. He spoke to Mark Fischer about 
the initiative and also about his political 
conflict with his erstwhile comrades in the 
Alliance for Workers Liberty 


because it has exactly the same method There¬ 
fore we read that the group supports “radical 
reform of the major institutions of global eco¬ 
nomic governance (World Trade Organisation, 
International Monetary Fund, World Bank) - and 
we support fair trade, more aid debt cancella¬ 
tion and the campaign to Make Poverty Histo¬ 
ry”. 

So radical, it make s me want to cry, comrades. 
Are the likes of the WTO and IMF some kind 
of classless “institutions of global economic 
governance” (how lovely, darlings!) or are they 
in fact weapons in the hands of the bourgeoi¬ 
sie? Can capital behave in a “fair” way? In the 
absence of any working class revolutionary 
project we are presumably reliant on these rad¬ 
ical, blogging intellectuals to broker us a good 
deal, steer us away from temptation and deliv¬ 
er us from evil. (As an aside, the manifesto’s 
observation that “democratic trade unions are 
the bedrock organisations for the defence of 
workers’ interests and are one of the most im¬ 
portant forces for human rights, democracy- 
promotion and egalitarian internationalism” 
does not resolve this issue of class, as it ne¬ 
glects to state that trade unions are in one sense 
bourgeois institutions in that they bargain over 
the price of the commodity, labour-power, and 
in and of themselves they cannot transcend 
capitalism.) 

We have heard this reformist waffle on 
countless occasions, just as we have seen 
many times before the conscious courting of 
forces to the right of the socialist movement 
(“We reach out, rather, heyond the socialist left 
towards egalitarian liberals and others of un¬ 
ambiguous democratic commitment”). And we 
have a graphic illustration in the likes of Re¬ 
spect of what happens to the elaboration of 
principles in such lash-ups. The Euston Man¬ 
ifesto group wants us to make the same sort of 
pact with a different devil. 

In case one might feel that this is too rhetor¬ 
ical, we can see it unfolding in the Euston Man- 
ifesto itself. We have already noted the denial 
and absence of the concept of imperialism in the 
group’s pronouncements. If you remember, its 
members were divided over the “intervention” 
(using this word is surely a case of sliding an 
‘understanding’ into apologetics, comrade 
Geras; presumably you don’t want me to fetch 
the rope now) in Iraq by the jolly old US-UK 
armies. The manifesto asserts: “We are also unit¬ 
ed in the view that, since the day on which this 
[the invasion of Iraq] occurred, the proper con¬ 
cern of genuine liberals and members of the left 
should have been the battle to put in place in 
Iraq a democratic political order and to rebuild 
the country’s infrastructure, to create after dec¬ 
ades of the most brutal oppression a life for Ira¬ 
qis which those living in democratic countries 
take for granted - rather than picking through 
the rubble of the arguments over intervention.” 

If you have the stomach, it goes on: “This 
opposes us not only to those on the left who 
have actively spoken in support of the gangs 
of jihadist and Ba’athist thugs of the Iraqi so- 
called resistance, but also to others who man¬ 
age to find a way of situating themselves 
between such forces and those trying to bring 
a new democratic life to the country.” While 
much moralising sport can be had pointing out 
the nonsense of leftists lauding jihadists, it is 
significant that the manifesto does not tell us 
clearly whether or not it believes the US and 
UK armies are among those “trying to bring a 
new democratic life to the country”. In fact the 
silence tells us everything we need to know. 

This unwillingness to name imperialism as an 
enemy is a cover for what is the social imperial¬ 
ism of the Euston Manifesto group. Imperialism 
is not the problem and certainly a ‘progressive’ 
imperialism is seen as the answer. The armed 
forces of imperialism - a ‘liberation’ from above 
- is the elephant in the room. 

After reading this turgid prose of the Euston 
Manifesto it is impossible to take its outraged 
moralism as to the ideological crimes of the left 
at all seriously. Did the Euston group sit down 
and write their manifesto and say, ‘Listen, anti¬ 
war boys and girls, we’ll show you how to real¬ 
ly sell out on principles’? 

The internet is notorious for producing ex¬ 
treme proclamations. Perhaps that is what hap¬ 
pened: the cynical bloggers of the Euston 
Manifesto group came home from the wine bar 
a bit pissed and got carried away with how crap 
the Stop the War Coalition is. Or; on the other 
hand, perhaps this group, in its formal logic and 
shallow opportunism, is merely another symp¬ 
tom of a nasty virus that is currently infecting 
the left • 

Lawrence Parker 


ow did you get i nvolved with the 
Euston Manifesto goup? 

I have been involved right from the 
start, from the first meeting I was one of the 
original group that pulled together individuals 
involved in various blogs and campaigns. 

Fundamentally I believe that we need what I 
call a decent left. One that makes no concessions 
to reactionary anti-imperialism, but in relation to 
Iraq seeks to work with the labourmovement and 
materially aid its emergence during the difficult 
period of transition in that country. 

Weare notbigfans of the left as it is 
currently constituted.But whatabout 
imperialism? Atthe launch, the word only 
made an appearance in theform of denun- 
dati ons of the i d ot anti-im perialism” of the 
likes of the Social ist Workers Party .The 
notion that im perialism actually exists and it 
is to be fought made no appearance whatso¬ 
ever. 

Yes, some people involved in the Euston Man¬ 
ifesto did support the war. But whatthey would 
say is that it was never a war on Iraq, but rather 
on Saddam. The coalition has gpt rid of Sadd¬ 
am and the Ba’athists, opened up the mass 
graves, overseen the return of the marsh Ar¬ 
abs, the return of the refugees, the UN-super¬ 
vised elections and constitutional referendum, 
and there is a new trade union movement and 
freedoms to publish and to organise: is all that 
‘imperialism’? 

If the Ba’athist and islamist resistance was not 
active, this process would look like it was set to 
achieve some sort of‘bourgeois democracy’ in 
Iraq. The people involved in the manifesto who 
supported the war would contend that this is 
what the intervention in Iraq was about, that it 
consisted of the imposition of democracy. They 
would suggest that the idea that it was about oil 
is hard to maintain when we see the continued 
autonomy of the Iraqi oil ministry and the ab¬ 
sence of a real takeover of any kind 

My own view would be this. If your defini¬ 
tion of imperialism is simply thepresence of cap¬ 
italist companies in Iraq, then this is not 
adequate. Capitalist countries operate all around 
the world. Is it being said that any country where 
foreign capitalist companies operate and exploit 
an indigenous working class is subordinated to 
imperialism and therefore ary political force is 
to be backed against it, no matter how reaction¬ 
ary? Down that road political madness lies. 
Okay,we don’t likereactionaryanti-imperial- 
ism.But-presuming it exists-weare 
opponentsof imperialism as well.Wef ight 
fora positive, working class alternative. But 
surely - unless we have travelled the ‘mad 
road’ourselves-we recognise which isthe 
greater evi I judged from the standpoi nt of 
global humanity? The victory of the forces of 
reactionary imperial ism in Iraq would be 
defeatfor our side, noquestion. But the 
Ba’athistsandthe islamists are not the 
mil itary personrfi cations of a worl d system of 
exploitation and force thatcondem ns 
hundredsof mi Hi ons to starvation and 
oppression,that has introduced barbarism to 
sub-Saharan Africa... 

There is a partial difficulty here for me. We have 
a difference over Iraq, obviously. But then we 
have the problem that I have moved on from a 
set of more general theoretical politics that you 
will still hold to. 

One of the reasons I have moved politically 
is because I was writing abookabout Hal Drap¬ 
er. In course of that work, itbecame clear to me 
how absolutely central to the politics of ‘third 
campism’ was the notion of the death agony of 
capitalism, as outlined in Trotsky’s 1938 work 


Some of the assumptions of this are: that cap¬ 
italism is totalitarianism-in-waiting; that it is fin¬ 
ished as a viable social system; that it is 
synonymous with decay; that no reform is 
possible and it is an integrated system of ex¬ 
ploitation verging on the fascistic. 

I think this is wrong. From my reading about 
the development of capitalism since World War 
II, it does not fit But the theory of the death 
agony is the theoretical basis for a certain fonn 
of propagandists third campism. 

Irving Howe - one-time member of the US 
Workers Party and International Socialist 
League, latertheeditor of-Cfesewt-madethepoint 
this abstract third campism only has meaning if 
you have a revolutionary perspective. I now 
think that is correct. That Evolutionary perspec¬ 
tive is, in turn, based on the notion of the death 
agony of capitalism. It all fits together. 

Forme, what fell apart was the entire theo¬ 
retical analysis that is constructed on the ba¬ 
sis of this ‘death agony’ presumption. What 
shifted me was the fact that I was ‘Iraqed’. I was 
working with the Iraqi Federation of Trade 
Unions. I just didn’t find that the third camp 
politics I had adhered to were any use. Okay, it 
kept certain broad socialist principles alive, but 
it couldn’t provide a guide to how the IFTU 
should respond to the fact that on one side you 
had the US army arresting IFTU leaders, on the 
other it had the so-called resistance torturing 
and killing its militants. 

In trying to develop some sort of‘real-world’ 
political response to that, I didn’t find third 
campism at all use ful. At concrete politic al junc¬ 
tures, there are lesser evils we must plump for 
- simply because the physical survival of the 
workers’ movement itself may be at stake. 
Asaone-timemember,you have criticised 
the AWL for not taking this choice- tofol low 
through a I o^cthat is strongly implicit in its 
pal Hies. 

My criticism of the AWL is that it knows that 
questions are posed in this way on occasion - 
Iraq being a concrete example. Sean Matgam- 
na knows this; he has written it. But the organ¬ 
isation seems too squeamish to follow through 
the logic of its own politics. 

Thus, in Solidarity (April 20 2004 and June 
10 2004), he argued that the position taken by 
the Independent Labour Party in Britain dur¬ 
ing World War II was the best guide for social¬ 
ists today - ie: critical support for capitalist 
democracy, while continuing to work for social¬ 
ism within that framework. There may be some 
dispute as to the actual position of the ILP at 
the time - and I don’t want to get too ‘textual’ 
about it - but if it said that at the time then it 
was clearly correct. It seems to me that this is 
generally the right position to take whenever 
democracy is threatened by totalitarianism. A 
position of critical support of the forces stand¬ 
ing up for democracy. 

The only reason we have not done this his¬ 
torically, it seems to me, is as a result of an anal¬ 
ysis that suggests capitalist democracy is only 
a sbamthat it isin truth fascism-in-waiting: it is 
incipient moribund reaction. 

That , palpably, is not true. If you look at 
capitalism as it has developed since 1945, it is 
nonsense to talk about its death agony. It has 
been the most explosively productive period in 
capitalism’s history. I’m not trying to sound like 
an apologist, but look at the facts. Those coun¬ 
tries that have been fully integrated into the 
world economy have grown much faster than 
those that have not Also, it simply isn’t the 
case that only a thin layer at the top of society 
has benefited from that growth: the poor also 
benefit from that inclusion and relationship to 


the world market. 

I’m not trying to come to too many general 
conclusions from this. I’m simply trying to 
state what the statistics tell us about this peri¬ 
od. These are facts. It does not mean that we 
have to make our peace with capitalism. But it 
does mean the premise of the death agony - 
that capitalism is terminally ill and the choice is 
simply between different forms of totalitarian¬ 
ism - is nonsense. 

This is the type of thinking that has informed 
my personal involvement with the Euston 
Manifesto. 

My personal evolution has been quite inter¬ 
esting here. In June 2000,1 debated the AWL’s 
Sean Matgamna on Kosova. Looking back, I 
think Sean was right back then and I was wrong. 
At the time I had a more or less straight third 
campist position of ‘a plague on all houses’ and 
propaganda for what I thought was necessary. 
Sean described this as ‘an incoherent pastiche 
of contradictory stances’. I could seethe dilem¬ 
ma, he said, but I “refused to choose”. Specifi¬ 
cally he said: “We dispose of no forces here. 
There will either be a short-term rescue of the 
Kosovars from their plight orthere will be none.” 

In reply, I pointed out that people had been 
down this political road before. When Irving 
Howe, Stanley PlastrikandMannyGeltmanand 
others left the ISL in 1952 to fonn Dissent, their 
resignation letter anticipated almost exactly 
Sean’s words in 2000. They called the third 
camp an “isle of rectitude” and said it involved 
a “psychology of the saving remnant”. 

In retrospect, I was clearly wrong and I de¬ 
cided to take that road myself. One thing that 
helped me - and you no doubt will see this as 
very significant - is that I became more aware 
of the writings of Max Shachtman (and of an¬ 
other WP member, Susan Green - see Demo- 
catiya 5 for her article on Korea). Something 
Schachtman wrote is worth quoting, I think: 
“We are opposed to such defeats of the bour¬ 
geoisie whose consequences are, and cannot 
but be, a disaster and an inferno of exploita¬ 
tion for the working class. Our perspective is 
not one of seeking to take revenge on the bour¬ 
geoisie for its social crimes, but that the work¬ 
ing class emancipates itself from all class rule.” 

Large elements of today’s left are seeking 
revenge on Bush, Blair and capitalism in gen¬ 
eral for their “social crimes”. The left seems 
unable to build in - either theoretically or tacti¬ 
cally - the second part of what Shachtman says 
is our actual job: to help make sure the working 
class “emancipates itself from all class rule”. 
Yes, I think that must involve a certain form of 
stageism, a criticism Sean has thrown against 
me. That’s fair enough. The tasknowis to build 
up the forces of the IFTU and the other trade 
union groups that exist in Iraq, fight real cam¬ 
paigns around practical aims that allow the la¬ 
bour and progressive movement to organise 
more effectively. 

And, yes, that means the lesser evil is the 
presence of coalition forces and the UN- 
backed transition period. This, whether it is 
conceded or not, is actually the operative po¬ 
sition of the AWL anyway. The comrades may 
wish to deny this - and I have never been able 
to hold a sensible conversation with one of 
them about their self-evident contradictions. 
But look, it can be ‘Troops out, not a penny!’ 
or ‘Troops stay to prevent the “vast regres¬ 
sion” of Iraqi society’ - but can it really be 
both? I’m with Susan Green when she wrote in 
the ISL internal bulletin in 1950: “There are 
some junctures in human affairs of national or 
international scope, when everything depends 
on defeating the immediate menace” • 
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A Chartist trade union party? 

Dave Craig of the Revolutionary Democratic Group looks forward to a synthesis of reform and revolution 



Bob Crow: an ally in the cause of socialism? 


T rade unionists and socialists ap¬ 
proach the issue of party from a 
different angle. Over the last few 
years the Rail, Maritime and Trans¬ 
port trade union has become the most 
active and militant representative of 
the trade union movement The RMT 
is prepared to take on the employers 
with industrial action. On this year’s 
May Day in London the RMT had the 
most impressive section on the demo. 
A large contingent of transport work¬ 
ers marched behind an excellent dis¬ 
play of banners and flags that stood 
out for its organisation 
The RMT has been in the forefront 
of challenging New Labour. Because 
of its militant opposition to Blair it is 
now disaffiliated from Labour. In Scot¬ 
land the RMT has affiliated to the 
Scottish Socialist Party. In January the 
union called a conference to discuss 
the issue of working class represen¬ 
tation. Bob Crow, RMT general sec¬ 
retary, addressed the conference with 
a plea not to see the issue of working 
class representation in the narrow 
terms of party. 

Unfortunately the vast majority of 
socialists took little notice. They had 
come to promote either Respect or the 
Socialist Party’s call for an alternative 
Labour Party. Only the speakers from 
the Green Party and Forward Wales 
spoke about how parliament worked 
The Green Party speaker raised the 
issue of proportional representation 
and John Marek (FW) made the case 
that parliamentary rules and red tape 
acted as a barrier to MPs proposing 
progressive legislation. 

Trade unions are concerned with 
representation at work. But they 
also need to have real influence over 
legislation. They need a seat at the 
top table, whether in negotiations 
with employers or making laws in 
parliament. In the 1970s the TUC 
would be invited to Downing Street 
for ‘beer and sandwiches’. Those 
days are long since gone. But trade 
unions still need real influence in 
changing laws that affect workers. 
This may be reformism, but it is not 
something that socialists should 
ignore or dismiss. 

Trade union and working class po¬ 
litical representation has therefore 
two sides to it First is the question of 
whether parliament and the constitu¬ 
tion enable trade unions and the work¬ 
ing class to have real influence over 
government and the state. Second is 
whether there is a party that can prop¬ 
erly represent and defend the inter¬ 
ests of trade unionists. 

In the 19th century these two sides 
of working class representation can he 
found in Chartism and Labourism. 
Chartism was the first mass, working 
class, democratic movement. It de¬ 
manded the right to vote and annual 
parliaments. Working class represen¬ 
tation meant first and foremost politi¬ 
cal reform. Male working class 
suffrage, achieved between 1868 and 
1884, and later the women’s suffrage 
movement, opened up parliament to 
the working class and trade unions. 

Constitutional change made a 
trade union party possible. The La¬ 
bour Party grew out of a long and 
successful struggle for political re¬ 
form. Whereas Chartism put politi¬ 
cal reform on the agenda, the rise of 
Labourism removed it. Labour now 
accepted the reformed Tory consti¬ 
tution as setting the boundaries of 
working class politics. Social reform 
would be won within the framework 
of the Tory constitution. 

The monarchy symbolised a stable 
constitution In 1923 the first Labour 


government took office. Ramsay Mac¬ 
Donald went to Buckingham Palace, 
as convention required. He went 
down on bended knee before king 
George. Labour swore its oath of loy¬ 
alty to Hie crown and hence to the 
British establishment. Labour’s atti¬ 
tude to the constitution remained con¬ 
servative until 1997. 

As Professors Kavanagh et al say: 
“Constitutional change was a live is¬ 
sue before 1918, indeed until the par¬ 
tition of Ireland in 1922. Thereafter, 
constitutional issues virtually disap¬ 
peared from the agenda. The two main 
parties had a vested interest in pre¬ 
serving the winner-takes-all system of 
sovereign parliament, first-past-the- 
post elections and strong govern¬ 
ment” (D Kavanagh, D Richards, M 
Smith, A Geddes British politics Ox¬ 
ford 2006, p 177). The latter, seen as a 
virtue of the British system, refers to 
the ability of government to impose 
itself on parliament and the working 
class. 

For 80 years the labour movement 
accepted ‘British democracy’ more or 
less unchanged. For different reasons 
the Trotskyists were equally uninter¬ 
ested in parliamentary reform. Militant 
would introduce an enabling bill to 
carry out nationalisation. The Social¬ 
ist Workers Party believed that parlia¬ 
ment was a diversion and intended to 
abolish the whole thing anyway. 
What was the point in changing it? 
Political or parliamentary reform was 
simply absent from the discourse of 
the socialist movement, whether re¬ 
formist or ultra-left. 

Today’s parliament is widely under¬ 
stood as a weak and feeble institution, 
incapable of exercising any real con¬ 
trol over government. It is tied up by 
bureaucratic rules and ancient rituals. 
What is the point in trade unions be¬ 
ing represented in parliament if it is 
useless? When Bob Crow tells the 
RMT conference there is more to 
working class representation than a 
new party, he is making a very valid 
point. But for the assembled socialists 
it made no sense at all. The blinkers 
are on. All that can be envisaged is 
another Labour Party and another 80 
years of constitutional conservatism. 

The present system of parliamenta¬ 
ry democracy is a barrier to working 
class and trade union representation 
Political reform is a prerequisite for 


workers and their trade unions to be 
adequately represented in parliament 
Parliament must be radically reformed 
and this points to the kind of party 
associated with Chartism. The trade 
union movement does not need the 
reheated politics of old Labourism. 
What is needed is a ‘parliamentary 
reform workers’ party’ or a ‘Chartist 
trade union party’. 

When Trotsky wrote about Britain 
in the 1920s, he suggested that the 
working class would give birth to a 
new Chartist movement. This would 
be “on new, immeasurably broader 
historical foundations”. Trotsky’s in¬ 
sights into the importance of Chart¬ 
ism for the future of our movement are 
profound. Now that Labourism is 
played out, the time is ripe for the 
trade unions to create a new Chartist 
party: “On a new and higher basis it 
will inevitably return to many of the 
ideas and methods of Chartism” (L 
Trotsky Writings on Britain Vol 2, 
London 1974,p84). 

Socialism starts with different mo¬ 
tives from those of trade unions. We 
do not begin with working class rep¬ 
resentation, whether in parliament or 
the workplace. Our aim is to end cap¬ 
italism altogether and replace it with 
socialism. For this aim a democratic, 
secular republic is essential. This is 
why we need a party that is republi¬ 
can and socialist 

The classic example of a republican 
socialist party was the Russian Social 
Democratic Labour Party. Its tasks 
were defined as “waging war on two 
fronts simultaneously: one against the 
tsarist autocratic system of govern¬ 
ment, the other against the owners of 
capital” (N Harding Lenin's political 
thought London 1977, p51). These 
stood for the political and economic 
sides of the class struggle. 

The word ‘Democratic’ in the 
RSDLP’s name refers to its aims in the 
political struggle. The autocracy 
would be replaced with a democratic 
republic. The democratic revolution 
would precede the socialist revolu¬ 
tion The republic would lead towards 
socialism either through the more rap¬ 
id development of capitalism or 
through permanent revolution. 

Consequently “Russian Social 
Democrats set themselves the task of 
propagating democratic ideas among 
the working masses” and the need to 


achieve “political liberty and the de- 
mocratisation of the Russian political 
and social system” (VI Lenin CW Vol 
2, Moscow 1977, p332). The working 
class was the only resolute champi¬ 
on of democracy and vanguard of a 
democratic revolution. 

The RSDLP’s militant and revolu¬ 
tionary republicanism flowed natural¬ 
ly from its democratic aims. In 1905 
Lenin wrote the classic text on Marx¬ 
ist tactics for winning a republic by 
means of a provisional government 
and constituent assembly, Two tac¬ 
tics of social democracy. The 
RSDLP’s emphasis on political strug¬ 
gle stood in sharp contrast with the 
Russian ‘economists’. Like their cous¬ 
ins, the British Labourites, they want¬ 
ed to prioritise the economic struggle 
and convert the party into an append¬ 
age of trade union reformism. 

The late development of capitalism 
and the working class movement in 
Russia meant that Marxism gave birth 
to a republican socialist party. How¬ 
ever, such parties can be formed un¬ 
der different national and historical 
circumstances. James Connolly 
founded the Irish Socialist Republican 
Party in 1896. He understood correct¬ 
ly the relationship between republi¬ 
canism and socialism. As a leader of 
the 1916 Easter Uprising in Dublin, he 
supported the proclamation of a pro¬ 
visional republican government. 

I n 1974 the I rish Republican Social¬ 
ist Party was formedby Seamus Cos¬ 
tello and his allies: “The word 
‘Republican’ was deliberately put 
first to emphasise the struggle for 
national liberation” (IRSP website, 
1977 article on Costello). The IRSP 
proclaimed: “We firmly stand by 
the struggle for a republic. On that 
we are inflexible, but our struggle 
for the republic is a means to an 
end.” 

The term ‘republican socialist’ is 
therefore no accident It implies a def¬ 
inite relationship between republican¬ 
ism and socialism. It is the same as 
that identified by Marx, Engels, the 
RSDLP, Lenin and Connolly. It is 
about ends and means. It is a transi¬ 
tional relationship. Where the national 
question exists, republicanism is inev¬ 
itably linkedto national liberation. The 
IRSP defines this “as that struggle 
which seeks to force a British military 
withdrawal from the occupied Six 
Counties ... The withdrawal of British 
political influence from all parts of Ire¬ 
land” (IRSP website). 

The Scottish Socialist Party pro¬ 
vides us with a different example. It is 
committed to fighting for a Scottish 
republic and socialism. However, 
whethertheSSP is arepublicansocial- 
ist party or very nearly an example of 
one is open to argument. The SSP’s 
politics has been evolving towards 
more definite republicanism. The point 
about all these examples is that they 
are not carbon copies. They are not 
all Marxist parties, let alone the same 
kind of Marxism. There are a range of 
such parties - revolutionary, centrist 
and left nationalist. 

In England there is no republican 
socialist party or indeed any republi¬ 
can party. The CPGB’s Mike Macnair 
argues on the Socialist Alliance e-list 
that the perspective of forming a re¬ 
publican socialist party - whether in 
England, across Britain or the UK - is 
unrealistic. He argues that Labour 
lefts will only unite with the far lefts - 
if the relation of forces demands it - 
on certain terms. They may leave 
“open the question of reform or revo¬ 
lution”, but will guarantee that the far 
lefts practise political loyalty to the 


existing state regime. 

Mike mentions a series of stumbling 
blocks, including “that such a unity 
should not openly campaign for the 
abolition of the monarchy” (let alone 
for universal military service, a popu¬ 
lar militia, and the right to keep and 
bear arms). He mentions immigration 
controls, anti-Europeanism and con¬ 
trol over the party’s elected leaders. 
He is surely thinking about Respect. 

In fact the perspective of a republi¬ 
can socialist party is at first sight even 
more unrealistic than Mike initially 
claimed. We face the massive weight 
of conservatism in the British work¬ 
ing class and socialist movement. 
Historically we have suffered the ide¬ 
ological dominance of Labourism 
over the trade unions and Trotskyism 
over the socialist movement. British 
Trotskyism, like Labourism, is a major 
blockage. Of course Mike accepted 
this. 

However Labourism and Trotsky¬ 
ism have been engaged in a long 
struggle. In the clash between the Ti¬ 
tans of British labour, ‘reform’has 
confronted‘revolution’. Thesis con¬ 
fronts antithesis. This massive ‘Ber¬ 
lin Wall’to republican socialism is not 
as impregnable as it might first appear. 
The dialectic is still at work breaking 
down the permanent deadlock. The 
clash of thesis and antithesis will pro¬ 
duce its own synthesis. 

This synthesis of reform and revo¬ 
lution, or Labourism and Trotskyism, 
will shape any new party. A republi¬ 
can socialist party can be the outcome 
of such a synthesis. From the side of 
Marx and Trotsky comes republican¬ 
ism. Marx and Engels were militant 
democrats and republicans. Trotsky 
brings the idea of transitional politics. 
Socialism is not an event, but a proc¬ 
ess. From the side of Labourism we 
have the socialist clause four and the 
experience of a party linked to the 
trade unions. 

In practice what has actually 
emerged from the clash of the Titans? 
In the main the Scottish Socialist Par¬ 
ty, Respect and in embryo the Social¬ 
ist Party’s Campaign for a New 
Wo rkers ’ Pa rty. Are any of t he se a real 
synthesis of Labourism and Trotsky¬ 
ism? Can any of them be seen as a re¬ 
publican socialist party? What is clear 
is that Labourism and Trotskyism are 
in crisis. Cracks are appearing in the 
old Berlin Wall. 

RecentlyNickRogers discussed the 
kind of workers ’party we nee d ( Week¬ 
ly Worker April 6). The strength of his 
argument is in outlining the crisis and 
failure of Labourism and the crisis and 
failure of Trotskyism. He is quite clear 
that we do not need a new Labour 
Party and identifies the importance of 
Marxism and its emerging case for 
democracy and republicanism. But 
the weakness of his argument is not 
identifying the process or dialectic. 
Consequently he does not seem to 
see Respect and the SSP as real forc¬ 
es emerging from the crisis. 

Let us now go back to the issue of 
party. If we begin with the idea of a 
mass party based on the trade un¬ 
ions, we can arrive at the need for a 
new Chartist Party - a working class 
party demanding political or parlia¬ 
mentary refonn. If we begin from the 
side of socialism, we can arrive at a 
synthesis of Labourism and Trot¬ 
skyism as a republican socialist par¬ 
ty. This means that the potential 
exists to bring the advanced sections 
of the trade union movement and 
advanced sections of the socialist 
movement into a new relationship to 
the mutual benefit of both • 
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Bum-numbing 

conspiracy 

Ron Howard (director) The da Vinci code general release 



Tom Hanks and Audrey Tautou ponder an implausible plot 


Y et again, the actions of religious ex¬ 
tremists are making headlines. Yet 
again, religious types are crying 
‘blasphemy’. 

The latest mote in god’s eye is the big- 
screen adaptation of Dan Brown’s best¬ 
selling pseudo-religious whodunit, The da 
Vinci code. Even the usually mild-man¬ 
nered archbishop of Canterbury, Rowan 
Williams, joined in, using his Easter Sun¬ 
day sermon as a platform to condemn both 
book and film for encouraging people to 
treat Christianity as “a series of conspira¬ 
cies and cover-ups”. 

While theChurch of England is able only 
to utter a fairly meek squeakof indignation, 
protests elsewhere in the world have been 
far more vociferous. There have been 
prayer vigils outside cinemas, two coun¬ 
cillors in Italy publicly burnt copies of the 
book and various spokesmen from the 
Vatican itself have condemned it - cardinal 
Tarcisio Bertone describing the story as “a 
sackful of lies”. 

Dan Brown is no doubt thankful that 
Christians no longer burn heretics - and no 
doubt equally grateful for the effect that 
all this free publicity will be having on his 
bank balance. The popularity of the book, 
which sold 60 million copies, always guar¬ 
anteed that the film would make money, 
but, thanks to the faithful keeping the con¬ 
troversy going, The da Vinci code took a 
whoppingfl 19 millionat box offices on its 
opening weekend. 

Frankly, finding out what the controver¬ 
sy is all about is the only real reason to go 
and see the film. The da Vinci code clocks 
in at a bum-numbing two hours and 50 
minutes and is really rather tedious 
throughout. I found the experience akin to 
being stuck listening to someone who 
thinks that they are far more intelligent and 
interesting than they actually are, and is 
desperate for you to share their inflated 
opinion of themselves. 

The plot itself is fairly standard fare. A 
man is murdered to protect a secret, and 
the protagonists get caught up trying to 
find out who murdered him and what se¬ 
cret he was protecting. In keeping with the 
worst examples of the genre, the murder 
victim manages to leave a series of elabo¬ 
rate riddles, while he is bleeding to death , 
for his granddaughter, played by Audrey 
Tautou, and an expert in ‘symbology’, 
played by Tom Hanks, to solve. Credibility 
is tortured still further by a series of plot 
twists that are alternately so predictable you 
can seethem amile off, or so implausible that 
they qualify as dens ex machina. 

Equally disappointing is the sheer 
amount of squandered talent. Tom Hanks 
and director Ron Howard have both made 
their fair share of stodgy films, but it takes 
a special knack to create such a lacklustre 
movie featuring beautiful backdrops in 
Paris and London and starring the lumi¬ 
nous Audrey Tautou, and the equally tal¬ 
ented Jean Reno and Albert Molino. Even 
proficientperformances by PaulBettany as 
a sinister albino monk and an eccentric, 
camp, English knight (played by eccentric, 
camp,Englishknight Sir IanMcKellen) fail 
to rescue the film. 

Of course, the popularity of the film and 
the book is arguably less to do with its 
artistic merit andmore to do with the ‘con¬ 
troversial’ ideas contained within. I am 
sure I will not be spoiling the plot for those 
who have not yet discovered the joys of 
Dan Brown if I reveal that the centralcon- 
ceit is that Jesus married Mary Magdelene 
and had children, and that this secret has 
been protected by the Priory of Sion and 
the Knights Templar, who are opposed by 


the (real-world) ultra-orthodox catholic 
sect, Opus Dei, which wishes to wipe out 
all traces of this heresy. The clues are 
apparently all there in the works of Leon¬ 
ardo da Vinci (sigh). 

Conspiracy theories are always popular 
and the catholic church is a particularly 
fertile topic for conspiracy theorists: it is 
incredibly powerful, authoritarian and se¬ 
cretive, and through its reactionary dog¬ 
ma and tire actions of some of its followers 
it has managed to upset an awful lot of 
people over the years. Iconoclasm andblas- 
phemy are usually both fun and worth¬ 
while, but The da Vinci code’s attacks on 
the catholic church seem rather clumsy. 
Not that it does not deserve it, but criticis¬ 
ing Catholicism for being a bit dodgy is 
rather like criticising George W Bush for 
being a bit of an idiot: far too easy to be 
overly entertaining or subversive. 

The conspiracy theories that Brown has 
reheated and served up as pop-fiction have 
been around fora very long timeand, frank¬ 
ly, are getting tired - not least because 
since The da Vinci code was published in 
2003 there has been an overabundance of 
related books and television and radio pro¬ 
grammes that have jumped on the band¬ 
wagon. The appetite of a significant 
number of people for this fairly uninspir¬ 
ing conspiracy theory seems undimin¬ 
ished though. 

The various church leaders that have 
got themselves in a tizzy over The da Vin¬ 
ci code seem to think that its popularity is 
indicative of the waning influence of Chris¬ 
tianity. More than one commentator has 
quoted GK Chesterton’s adage: “Once 
people stop believing in god, they do not 
believe in nothing - they believe in any¬ 
thing.” The sentiment expressed is an ar¬ 
rogant underestimation of the credulity of 
non-believers, with the subtext that we 
would all be better off believing what we 
are told to believe. However, it is true that, 
while, certainly in western Europe, the in¬ 
fluence of organised religion is on the de¬ 


cline, the reasons behind religious belief 
remain andsimply findnew expression. We 
are still products of an alienating, irration¬ 
al and confusing society, where we as in¬ 
dividuals have very little power. This is 
fertile breeding ground for belief structures 
that reassure us by offering a neatly pack¬ 
aged version of reality and meaning to 
subscribe to. 

Establishment religions such as Church 
of England Christianity have not been able 
to evolve quickly enough as society has 
changed, and so people turn to all manner 
of alternatives - whether it be a pick ’n’ mix 
approach to spirituality that incorporates 
aliens, ghosts or crystals, conspiracy the¬ 
ories or any number of other options. None 
of us is entirely unaffected by this impulse 
towards irrationality, because we are all 
products of the same irrational society. The 
left, for example, is certainly not immune to 
the influence of the tinfoil-hat brigade 
(there are those who consider themselves 
part of the left who believe that 9/11 was 
aninsidejob). The CPGB ha sit self routine¬ 
ly beenthe target of various rumours, some 
of which have the potential to be deeply 
harmful if the deluded individuals that pro¬ 
mote them are believed. 

This is not to say that all fans of Dan 
Brown have fallen for the conspiracy the¬ 
ories contained in his books, but the ap¬ 
peal of such beliefs does perhaps suggest 
a part of the attraction. There is, then, a 
certain irony that the key participants in 
the controversy over The da Vinci code 
are both promoting irrational beliefs while 
criticising their ideological rivals for their 
irrationality. 

The person I feel sorriest for - more so 
even than myself for having to sit through 
the film - is Leonardo da Vinci. All reliable 
evidence would suggest that da Vinci was 
amanwho, far frombeingpait of a supersti¬ 
tious and clandestine sect, was an exemplar 
of the rigprous and enquiring approach that 
is the source of rationality • 

Jeremy Butler 


What we 
fight for 

sOurcentral aim is the organisation of communists, revo¬ 
lutionary socialists, anti-capitalists and all politically ad¬ 
vanced workers into a Communist Party. Without organi- 
sationthe worldngclass is nothing; withthehighest form 
of organisation it is everything. 

The Provisional Central Committee organises members 
of the Com munist Party, but there exists no real Commu¬ 
nist Party today. There are many so-cal led ‘parties’ on the 
left. In real ity they are co Sessional sects. Mem bers who 
disagree with the prescribed ‘line’ are expected to gag 
themselves in public. Either that orface expulsion. 

Communis tsoperate according to the principles of demo¬ 
cratic centralism. Through ongoing debate we seek to 
achieve unity in action and a common world outlook. As 
long as they support agreed actions, members have the 
right to speak openly and form temporary o r permanent 
factions. 

Communists oppose the US-UK occupation of Iraq and 
stand against all imperialist wars but constantly striveto 
bring to the forethe fundamental question - ending war is 
bound up with ending capitalism. 

Comm unists are i nternational ists. Everyw here we strive 
for the closest unity and agreement of working class and 
progressive parties of allcountries. We oppose every mani- 
festati on of national sectional is m. It is an i nternational ist 
duty to uphold the principle, ‘Onestate, one party'. To the 
extent that the Eir opean Uni on becomes a state then that 
necessitates EU-widetradeunionsand a Communist Party 
of the EU. 

■ The working class must be organised globally. Without 
a global Communist Party, a Communist International, 
the struggle against capital is weakened and lacks coor- 
d nation. 

■ Communists have no interest apart from the working 
class as a whole. They differ only in recognising the im¬ 
portance of Marxism as a guide to practice. Thattheory is 
no dogma, but must be constantly added to and enriched. 

Capitalism in its ceaseless search for profit puts the 
future of hunanity at risk. Capitalism is synonymous with 
war, pollution, exploitation and crisis. As aglobal system 
capitalism can only be superseded globally. All forms of 
nationalist socialism are reactionary and anti-working 
class. 

The capi tali st class wil I never w il lingly al low their wealt h 
and power to be taken away by a parliamentary vote, 
they will resist using every means at their disposal. Com¬ 
munists favour using parliament and winning the biggest 
possi ble wo rking class representation. But workers must 
be readied to make revolution - peacefully if we can, for¬ 
cibly if we must. 

Communistsfightf or extreme democracy in all spheres 
of society. Democracy must be given a social content. 

0 We will usethemost militant methods objective circum¬ 
stances allow to achieve a federal republic of England, 
Scotland andWales,a united,federal Irelandanda United 
States of Europe. 

■ Communists favour industrial unions. Bureaucracy and 
class compromise must be fought and the trade unions 
transformed into schools for communism. 

Com munis ts arechampions of the oppressed. Women’s 
oppression, combating racism and chauvinism, and the 
struggle for peace and ecological sustainability are just 
as much working class questions as pay, trade union rights 
and demands for high-quality health, housing and educa¬ 
tion. 

■ Socialism represents victory in the battle for democ¬ 
racy. It is the rule of the wo rking class. Socialism is either 
democratic or, as with Stalin's Soviet Union, itturns into its 
opposite. 

Socialism is the first stage ofthe worldwide transition to 
communism - a system which knows neither wars, exploi¬ 
tation, money, classes, states nor nations. Communism is 
general freedom and the real beginning of human his¬ 
tory. 

■ All who accept these principles are urged to join the 
Communist Party. 
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Tommy 

makes 

takeover 


Sheridan: SSP is my party 

Open letter to SSP members fromTommy Sheridan headed ‘Yes to class solidarity and socialist unity. No to 
political witch-hunts and personal character assassinations’ and dated May 28 


cmrades 

I write this letter with a very 
heavy heart. The party I have 
invested so much time and energy to 
build from scratch has displayed seri¬ 
ous signs of internal decay over the 
last 18 months. Alongside many other 
comrades, we sought to build a class- 
based socialist party, able to appeal to 
the broad masses of Scotland around 
the political principles of struggle, sol¬ 
idarity and socialism. Today there ex¬ 
ists an unsavoury cabal of comrades 
at the core of the leadership, their 
hands on the apparatus, who are more 
interested in pursuing personal vendet¬ 
tas, through vile lies and slander, than 
conducting the class struggle. 

Over the last two weeks I have re¬ 
sisted any public comment, despite the 
clear and consistent strategy of politi¬ 
cally isolating me in the press, and at¬ 
tempting to implicate me as the culprit 
for the current News of the World and 
bourgeois court-led attempts to de¬ 
stroy us. 

Yet who is responsible for the mess 
we are in? Who decided that our party 
shouldexamine anddiscussthe private 
lives of comrades at meetings? Who 
decided that any such confidential dis¬ 
cussions should be recorded? Who 
decided to keep secret copies of such 
private and confidential discussions? 
Who decided to deliberately leak to the 
press and media that such a document 
existed? Who decided to appear in 
court and admit to the existence of 
such a secret document? 

The section of our EC who promot¬ 
ed and executed this strategy are clear¬ 
ly to blame for the political crisis we 
now find ourselves in. It has been a 
strategy alien to the socialist and trade 
union movement and more akin to the 
dark days of Stalinism. Apparently the 
secret document contains personal 
information about myself. Imagine an 
employer held such a document about 
an employee. The employee would 
have the basic human right to see such 
a document, challenge the content of 
such a document and demand a copy 
of such a document. Up until two 
weeks ago I had never seen the docu¬ 
ment. I have still never read it and I am 
denied the right to challenge it or hold 
a copy. We have acted like a bad em¬ 
ployer and breached basic human 
rights and trade union principles. 

Let me state clearly. There should 
never have been a meeting convened 
to discuss a member’s private life, 
which was then secretly recorded and 
documented without the knowledge of 
the individual, their cooperation or 
their right to challenge the accuracy of 
such a document being denied. It is 
simply an outrageous practice, outwith 
the spirit and principles on which we 
were founded However, now that such 
a disputable document has been con¬ 
structed, concealed from the individu¬ 
al concerned, constantly leaked to the 
media and admitted to in court, I believe 
it should be handed to the court to 
trigger the release of Alan McCombes. 

I believe that Alan and a core group 
of seven or eight other leading com¬ 
rades have misled the party into their 


current quandary, but I salute his cour¬ 
age and determination to resist the 
undemocratic power of unelected judg¬ 
es to interfere in the internal affairs of 
democratic political parties. The prob¬ 
lem is that we cooperated with the 
courts in the first place. It is none of 
their business whether we possess 
recordings of meetings or not. 

They should have been properly 
defied in the first place and the party 
removed from a personal libel action 
against the most reactionary scab out¬ 
fit in the world. Instead we have been 
dragged into that case because of the 
misleadership and the desperate at¬ 
tempts of the Scum of the World to 
salvage a case which had all but disin¬ 
tegrated due to their downright lies. 
Now a comrade is injail and our resist¬ 
ance to the disgraceful and undemo¬ 
cratic interference of unelected judges 
has been displayed He must languish 
in jail no longer. The document in ques¬ 
tion should be handed to the court 
under protest, submitted to the court 
in a sealed envelope and debated over 
under protest or handed to the court 
via my legal team under protest. Fur¬ 
ther resistance at the expense of a com¬ 
rade’s personal freedom is not 
acceptable. 

Make no mistake, the Scum of the 
World’s attack on me and our party is 
an extension of the class struggle. 
They are our mortal enemy. They want 
to destroy me, the party, and more im¬ 
portantly, what we stand for. They are 
bullies of the gigantic type. They seek 
to destroy trade unions, socialist ide¬ 
as, class solidarity and individuals 
through callous lies and distortion. I 
refuse to bend the knee to their assault 
on me. They have spread cruel lies 
knowingly and in a fashion calculated 
to discredit me as an individual and as 
a socialist. The four-year affair they 
have accused me of is a complete fab¬ 
rication. I expect such slander from 
these organs of the state because they 
are the scum of the planet. 

But what about the political witch¬ 


hunt conducted via vile personal lies 
promoted by leading SSP members? 
Over the last 18 months I have been 
accused of heinous crimes in a coonfi- 
nated fashion by a group of comrades 
so blinded by their personal hatred and 
spite towards me that they have failed 
to see the enormous damage to the 
party. In the Brel Bar in Ashton Lane 
just over 12 months ago one of the 
three female MSP comrades who have 
consistently sought to undermine me 
and discredit me accused me of “being 
involved in woman trafficking” - “east¬ 
ern European women”, to be precise. 
Here devastating lies were witnessed 
by three individuals, one of whom is a 
journalist in a Sunday newspaper. 

At a youth event last year, several 
members spread poison to the effect 
that I “regularly used prostitutes”. 
According to comrades picking up 
stories on the pub/club and party cir¬ 
cuit, I “regularly go to lap-dancing 
bars”. I am also apparently involved 
in “drug dealing”. All of these stories 
have been checked by me through 
several sources, not all friends or 
supporters of mine. My name, polit¬ 
ical credibility and status within our 
party have been consciously at¬ 
tacked. Talkof howto ‘getrid of me’, 
‘arrange my deselection’ and ‘isolate 
him completely’ is commonplace and 
coordinated. 

Over the last 18 months I have 
sought to build unity in our party, in¬ 
ternally and externally. Others have 
sought to destroy me and build their 
own empires. Those with their hands 
on communications within and outside 
the party have acted as an undeclared 
faction. Certain individuals are promot¬ 
ed, while others are ignored or discred¬ 
ited. I am not the only one. 

Comrade Hugh Kerr was guilty of 
giving up six years of his time to 
build our party - four years as my 
unpaid press officer. His face didn’t 
fit. He wasrounded on and removed. 
Comrade Rosemary Byrne thought 
her election in 2003 would herald a 


new dawn for socialist politics. She 
was not ‘on message’. She didn’t 
support the 50-50 campaign. She 
believes class politics and identity 
are more of a priority than gender 
politics. She was ignored, cold- 
shouldered and isolated for months. 
She was forced to consider quitting. 
Now she’s fighting back! Comrade 
Mick Daly, the West of Scotland or¬ 
ganiser, was guilty of inexperience, 
and not being part of the ‘Stanley 
Street grouping’. He was isolated 
and undermined. His face didn’t fit. 
His resignation was sought after 
and keenly encouraged. 

I should have done more to defend 
all these comrades. I let them down. I 
myself was faced with a stark ultima¬ 
tum 18 months ago. Accept and sup¬ 
port the EC position that I should step 
down or be responsible for an internal 
civil war. I chose the unity option 

I was wrong. Sections of the EC saw 
it as a sign of weakness and have 
sought to undermine me ever since. 
From the day a group of socialists were 
asked if they backed me in my court 
battle with the reactionary, rabid and 
anti-trade union Scum of the World, 
and publicly declined, to the recent 
public undermining ofmy case through 
issuing a public call for me to drop my 
case, this party has shamefully failed a 
basic socialist test Whose side are 
you on when a socialist takes on the 
Murdoch empire? Sections of the EC 
are clearly batting for the wrong side. 
That is unforgivable in the eyes of large 
sections of our class and the left across 
the world 

Recently things have got even 
worse. Comrades - yes, comrades - 
have been phoning around Cardon- 
ald branch members to gather infor¬ 
mation about who attended the recent 
meetings, who spoke on the recent 
motion that was passed, who voted 
in the meeting. Why? For who is such 
information being gathered? Is it to 
assist the state in an action against the 
branch for daring to suggest that no 


records of private and confidential dis¬ 
cussions should exist? Who told the 
Herald newspaper that Alice 
Sheridan was a “member of the Car- 
donald branch”? She has only recent¬ 
ly moved to Cardonaldinthe last three 
months. She has only been well 
enough to attend meetings recently 
after 10 days in hospital with a blood 
clot. Most comrades would recall her 
as a Pollokbranch member from recent 
conferences. So who ‘stuck her in’? 
Members of this party are effectively 
acting for the state. That is a disgrace. 

Despite the motivations of those in 
the undeclared faction who want me 
out of the SSP and deselected as a 
Glasgow MSP, I refuse to leave. The 
SSP is my party. Its internal regime 
should be warm, friendly and trusting. 
Not revolve around personal spite, 
secret documents and personal char¬ 
acter assassinations. 

Its outward appearance should be 
to the broad mass, seeking solutions 
to the horrible insecurities, grotesque 
inequalities, grinding poverty and 
bloody wars of capitalism. We are a 
class-based socialist party. Not a gen¬ 
der-obsessed discussion group. Our 
socialist principles and class identi¬ 
ty define us first. Not our gender or 
sexual orientation. Engaging with the 
broad mass of Scotland around real 
issues of concern has to be our strat¬ 
egy. From council tax abolition to free 
school meals. Scrapping prescription 
charges to promoting public owner¬ 
ship. Anti-war and defending asy¬ 
lum-seeker campaigns to solidarity 
with all workers in struggle and inde¬ 
pendence. 

This is the future strategy and ori¬ 
entation of the real SSP. Not the Mc¬ 
Carthyite obsession with members’ 
private lives and circles of friends. 

Let’s build a united SSP, yes. But on 
solid foundations, not the bile and de¬ 
cay around those who promote per¬ 
sonal dislikes before politics. The 
battle to reclaim the SSP to class pol¬ 
itics begins today • 
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